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INDECENT HASTE 


\ E WAY OF THE WICKED PROS- 

PERS,” “To him that hath shall 
be given,” and other such maxims can 
be culled aplenty from the wisdom of 
many peoples and the idioms of many 
languages. It’s an old story, if you step 
on someone else's toes, and step hard 
enough, it is the other party that will 
say “excuse me.” 


What brought on this pessimistic 
recollection of quotations? A recent 
flow of editorial wisdom in many 
American publications brought it on. 
The sage advice runs something as fol- 
lows: If only England, the United 
States, Russia and the others would 
solemnly promise now that Germany 
would be treated with silk gloves after 
a Nazi defeat, the German people 
might not be so loyal to Hitler if they 
did not fear defeat quite so much. 


As advice it is quite lame, for it 
could be reasoned with equal justice 
that once the Germans are assured of 
generous treatment after the war, and 
the fear of punishment—still a potent 
factor in human affairs—is diminished, 
the brutality of the Nazi armies would 
lose even those restraints which it still 
feels, if it feels any. Cities could then 
be blasted to dust by’ the Luftwaffe 
without even a pretense of aiming at 
military targets only. 

The people who offer the above ad- 
vice are sincere and humanitarian souls, 
it is to be hoped. They mean well 
and probably do not try to condone 
Nazi excesses. And yet the effect of 
their advice is to make one envy the 
Nazis and the German people as a 
whole. What a wonderful situation 
they are in! If they win the war, they 
will be on top of the world. And if 
they lose, well, there will not be much 
harm done, to them. The dear Nazi 
children had played a prank on the 
world, they only murdered a few mil- 
lion people and destroyed a continent 
or two. But it would not be good 
pedagogical practice to frighten them, 
it might give the darlings a neurosis. 
So by all means let us assure them at 
once that we understand that Warsaw 
and Coventry and Belgrade and Odessa 
and pogroms on Jews are just a nice 
Teutonic joke which is already half 
forgiven, if only they will promise to 
desist soon. 


God must love the strong and the 
brutal indeed if such advice can be 
offered at this time. 


What is to be done about Germany 
after the war, we can very well leave 
for that time to discuss. Certainly 
nothing is going to happen to Ger- 
many that can compare with what the 
Nazis already did in Poland or in the 
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occupied parts of Russia. Such a thing 
would be impossible unless the British 
and the Russians and their allies them- 
selves turn Nazi in the meantime. As 
long as even a semblance of democracy 
and human ideals remain on the side 
of the allies, the Germans will be rela- 
tively safe, especially after a defeat. 


But why set the rules of the game 
at the vety beginning on a basis of: 
heads, the Nazis win; tails, the Ger- 
mans take their nickel back? Is it a 
deep sense of generosity that prompts 
such an attitude, a secret sympathy 
with Germany, or just the old reaction 
of the super-civilized when faced with 
a bully, to let insult or injury pass 
unnoticed? Is it absolutely necessary 
to allay the mind of the fascist world 





at this time as to the consequences of 
their crimes? 

Let us hope that when the awaited 
moment comes the side that we are 
on will know how to act about Ger- 
many effectively and yet humanely, as 
befits civilized people. But there is 
something unseemly and _ indecent 
about the very suggestion to rush reas- 
surances to the German people at this 
time. While Czechs, Poles, Jugoslavs, 
Greeks and “Communist Jews” still 
swing from the gallows throughout 
Europe, there is no need to dispatch 
consolations to the German people 
who, almost to a man, watched the 
growth of Nazism without materially 
hindering it. 

SHLOMO KATZ. 
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CONORIALS 
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AMERICAN LABOR AND PALESTINE 


E REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL ADOPT- 
i ed by the American Federation of Labor at its 
recent Convention in Seattle contains a passage on 
Jews and Palestine which will evoke deepest satisfac- 
tion and gratitude among Jews. 

With a feeling of confidence and faith, the Federa- 
tion has also given at all times a full measure of support 
to its Jewish membership and to Jewish organizations in 
the effort put forth to establish a Jewish homeland in 
Palestine. When the Balfour Declaration was first 
announced the Federation viewed this great statement 
in hopeful and gleeful anticipation. We wish on this 
occasion to reaffirm our endorsement of this great 
declaration, and propose that it be implemented to 
insure an early opportunity to the Jewish people to 
develop their national culture and homeland. 

“We draw particular attention to the fact that the 
area terrorized by the Nazis continues to expand, and 
that the Jewish people have been singled out by the 
Hitler regime for especial savage persecution. It is, 
therefore, all the more urgent that this suffering people, 
the greatest of all sufferers at the ruthless hands of our 
enemies of freedom and democracy should be accorded 
real hope and aid through a restoration of rights long 
overdue it—rights to a full development in Palestine. 
This is the least the democracy of the world can pledge 
in these fateful hours of humanity. 

“We therefore recommend, as an expression of this 
convention, the hope that when this war against the 
barbarism of Hitler, and of black absolutism, is over, 
when freedom and democracy once more may breathe 
in peace throughout the world, that Great Britain in 
co-operation with the United States, and other demo- 
cratic countries, will take the necessary steps to imple- 
ment the Balfour Declaration of 1917 in its full meaning 
by facilitating further immigration and a large scale 
settlement of Jewish laboring masses in their national 
home in Palestine. Genuine equality of the Jewish 
people among the nations of the earth can only be 
advanced through restoring their national life on the 
soil of Palestine. 

So much for the text. As the report itself notes, 
this is not the first time the A. F: of L. has voiced its 
sympathy for the cause of Jewish rehabilitation in 
Palestine. The interest evinced in our problems by 
President Green and by Matthew Woll, especially 
during the recent years of crisis, is well known. It is 
not always that details of their efforts on our behalf 
can be divulged. At certain times the intervention of 
our friends had a decisive effect in averting grave 
dangers. 

At this time the declared policy of the A. F. of L. 
is especially important. With the day of America’s 
entry into the war drawing appreciably nearer, and 
with the very close co-operation now existing between 
Washington and London, there seems to be a tend- 
ency on the part of the American government to 
Show great consideration for British demands and 





sentiments. The great organization representing the 
solid body of American labor supporting President 
Roosevelt’s foreign policy, must naturally reckon 
with the interests of our de facto ally, the British. 

There are other elements opposed to the Pro-Zionist 
stand of the A. F. of L. We know of objections voiced 
by Arab representatives to leaders of the Federation. 
No doubt, there are some American friends of the 
“oppressed Arabs” who seek to enlighten those who 
walk in the Zionist darkness. And it must be admit- 
ted that there are important officers in the A. F. of L. 
who frown upon any such meddling with matters 
which do not concern the immediate trade union 
problems. 

The A. F. of L. remains true to its sympathy for 
Jewish national reconstruction in spite of all these 
obstacles. Our friends in the A. F. of L., as politically 
informed men, are well aware of the difficulties in- 
volved in the realization of the Jewish aims. They 
know of the forces in Britain and in the Arab coun- 
tries which are ready to fight and to hinder the imple- 
mentation of the Balfour pledge. But their sense of 
right and justice, their sympathy for the victims of 
tyranny and brutality, and their understanding for 
the aspirations of those deprived of liberty, and 
lastly, their close contacts for many years with Jews 
in the labor movement, have prevailed over all mis- 
givings and obstacles. 


Thinking, sober-minded Zionists must harbor no 
illusions concerning the political circumstances at 
present or on the day following the war. Today as 
well as tomorrow the conflict goes on between oppor- 
tunism and short memories, and the tricks of routine 
diplomacy on the one hand, and the sense of right, 
solemn obligations and higher justice on the other. 
Nothing will be handed to us on a silver platter, by 
some miracle. This is the time to muster all those 
honest and decent elements likely to be of assistance 
to us when the hour of decision arrives. We are 
proud and happy to have the loyal friendship of or- 
ganized labor in America. 


THE Murt1 IN ITALY 


ECENTLY, THE CONTROLLED ITALIAN PRESS 
has been taunting the British with the fact that 

they failed to catch the former Grand Mufti, Haj 
Ameen el Husseini; that, under the very eyes of the 
British and Soviet armies, he had escaped from Iran 
and is now safely in Italy. For their part, the British 
accuse the Japanese ambassador in Iran of hiding the 
Mufti in his extraterritorial building, and helping him 
to steal across the border into Afghanistan or Turkey, 
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whence it was relatively simple to get to Rome. The 
Bari radio station, which, for the past seven or eight 
years, has been specializing in broadcasting the fascist 
message to the Arabs, triumphantly announced that 
the “great patriot and defender of the faith” is now a 
free man under the aegis of Mussolini, self-styled 
Protector of Islam, and that he is going to lead the 
Arab struggle for freedom. “Moslems, we bring you 
good tidings. With the arrival of the Mufti of Jeru- 
salem, God has given us a new token of his loving 
kindness to the movement of liberation of the Arab 
peoples.” 

It is now too late to point out that it was British 
negligence that made them let slip through their 
fingers their greatest and most dangerous enemy in the 
Near East. When Palestine became too uncomfort- 
able for him, the Mufti fled to Syria, under the very 
nose of the British administration. The police were 
too busy rounding up “illegal” Jewish immigrants to 
notice what was going on in the Mufti’s residence in 
the Mosque of Omar district. When, rather belatedly, 
the French made his stay in Syria unhealthy, no one 
could legally bar his way to Iraq, where he later was 
instrumental in fostering the pro-Hitler putsch. When 
the British forces came to Iraq, the Mufti slipped out 
of their hands and reached Iran. 


In Iran, too, they could not reach him. Someone 
mysteriously supplied him with seven league boots 
for his trip to Italy. It would be unreasonable to 
minimize the significance of the Mufti’s arrival in 
Rome. His years in exile have neither wearied nor 
broken him; on the contrary, they have strengthened 
and whetted his political ambitions. Most of the Arab 
countries, with the exception of the peninsular fief- 
doms of Ibn Saud and the Imam of Yemen, are in the 
hands of the British, aided by the Free French in 
Syria. But in every country there are underground 
groups that have based their activity on the expecta- 
tion of an Axis victory. Every country in the Levant 
has its quota of the Mufti’s allies, followers, hired 
agents, and probably voluntary collaborators as well. 
In Italy he will have more of a free hand than he had 
in any Arab country which gave him refuge in the 
past few years. Rome and Bari will now be the cent- 
ers of the anti-British, pro-fascist Arab propaganda 
and conspiracies of which Haj Ameen el Husseini is 
still capable. The Arab radio will now carry even 
more Jew-baiting than heretofore. It would be an- 
other mistake on the part of the British, for which 
they would later pay dearly—and we together with 
them—if they were to underestimate the influence 
the Mufti’s agitation is likely to exert under certain 
conditions, and if they were not to take full advantage 
of the cooperation of those elements in the Arab 
countries that are vitally interested in a British vic- 
tory, especially the Jewish community in Palestine. 

No honest Briton who gives a moment’s thought 
to the Mufti’s character and record can suppress a 
feeling of shame. The chief responsibility for the 
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Mufti’s career lies with the British administration it. 
self. It was the British who took this ignorant adven. 
turer and charlattan, a criminal in every sense of the 
term, and built for him a political reputation, and 
helped him obtain connections, influence and power, 
When they occupied Palestine, the British found him 
a young man with no real influence, and only a pedi- 
gree that was contested in the Turkish courts and a 
genealogy that some say was forged to support his 
claims to leadership. His known literary production 
consists of pogrom-inciting articles in the newspaper 
of Aref-el-Aref, his closest friend, whose record was 
as disreputable as his own. He was sentenced to prison 
for active participation in the pogrom of 1920, and 
his friend was sentenced along with him. But crim- 
inal records did not lessen these two in the eyes of the 
British. In 1921, High Commissioner Sir Herbert 
Samuel, Jew, Zionist, writer, philosopher, statesman, 
granted them amnesty, and appointed Husseini to 
the highest religious office among the Mohammedans 
in Palestine, and Aref-el-Aref to the governorship of 
Beersheba. 


Of the four candidates who presented themselves 
for election to the office of Grand Mufti of Jerusalem, 
Ameen al Husseini ran a miserable fourth. The 
claims of the other three candidates were set aside by 
Sir Herbert Samuel. By pressure, threats and bribery, 
techniques frowned upon in Britain but widely used by 
British colonial officials, the three leading candidates 
were prevailed upon to withdraw. The administra- 
tion, instead of declaring a new election, named the 
arrant adventurer to this important post. The ultimate 
wisdom of this action will be judged by the historians 
of the future, but the British government disregarded 
Moslem opinion, and foisted upon the Palestine Arabs 
a man with a criminal record whose hands were al- 
ready stained with Jewish blood. 


The position of Grand Mufti of Jerusalem carries 
with it tremendous power, since it is more administra- 
tive than religious. Using the prestige of this position, 
the last Mufti maneuvered himself into the chairman- 
ship of the Moslem Council which controls the so- 
called Wagf, the Moslem welfare funds. Arab 
sources estimate that in the eighteen years of his in- 
cumbency, the ex-Mufti disposed of more than a mil- 
lion pounds of public money. No accounting has 
been given; evidently the British never demanded it. 
He has also had control over funds drawn from Arabs 
outside of Palestine, such as the funds for the found- 
ing of an Arab university in Jerusalem, for the 
restoration or rehabilitation of certain mosques and 
religious centers, and for aid to Arab victims of the 
1929 disorders. The funds were never accounted for, 
and as for the Arab university, the foundation was 
not even laid. The British government has learned 
from Arab sources that these funds amounted to an 
additional two million pounds. Whatever part of 
these funds did not come to rest in the pockets of the 
Mufti and his friends went into political activity, 
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mainly laying the groundwork for the riots of 1936 
and 1937 and the financing of terrorist bands. It was 
the duty of the British to arrest him, while he was 
still in office, for the misappropriation of public funds. 
They were afraid to take this step because of his influ- 
ence inside and outside of Palestine, an influence 
which they had helped him to attain. 


The record of the British administration with re- 
gard to the Mufti sprang from no personal reasons. 
To them he was the representative of the reactionary, 
landholding class whose friendship and cooperation 
they were anxious to buy. Whether in the beginning 
he really did represent this class is still a question. 
But the British helped him to become the strong 
man of Arab Palestine, wielding administrative, eco- 
nomic, religious, and, consequently, also political 
power, and to spread his influence far beyond the 
boundaries of Palestine. The figure of the Mufti 
haunted them in all subsequent matters of Palestine 
policy. They could not rid themselves of it, or, at 
least, thought that they could not. During the Arab- 
Jewish conversations of 1939, the preludes to the 
White Paper of that year, the Mufti was already a 
political emigre in Syria. But his henchmen, acting 
according to his instructions in every matter, were 
invited to attend the conference. How conscious all 
the participants in the conference were of the Mufti’s 
behind-the-scenes influence can be seen in a chance 
remark made by the British Secretary of State for 
Colonial Affairs, Malcolm Macdonald. After listen- 
ing to a request made by the Arab delegates, he re- 
plied, “I'll have to consult my Mufti first.” He was 
teferring to Prime Minister Chamberlain. At the 
time, some members of the British Government 
thought the reference was insulting to the Prime 
Minister. But others praised Mr. Macdonald for being 
very tactful with the Arabs and knowing how to 
please them. 

One can hardly wonder at young Macdonald’s 
chance remark when it is remembered that, in 1936, 
when several Labor members of Parliament demand- 
ed the arrest of the Mufti, no less a person than 
Ormsby-Gore said, on the floor of the House of Com- 
mons, that it would be just as reasonable to demand 
the arrest of the Archbishop of Canterbury for some 
of his political opinions. The comparison of the 
Mufti with the highest dignitary of the Church of 
England was perhaps a more serious symptom .of 
British degradation than the years of toleration of 
the Mufti’s criminal activities. 


The arrival of the Mufti in Italy must serve as 
a reminder of the fickleness, stupidity, iniquity and 
decadence of British policy in Palestine for the last 
quarter of a century. But is the British government 
capable of learning from past mistakes? Is it not 
teady even today, to promote new Muftis and to seek 
the friendship of other political adventurers in Pales- 
tine and outside of it? So far, it has not proved that 
it has learned much from the past. 
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THE NATIONAL LABOR CONVENTION 


WW NO “DECIMAL” ANNIVERSARY TO COM- 
memorate or any “new” project to launch, the 
forthcoming 17th annual convention of the National 
Labor Committee for Palestine nevertheless promises 
to be one of the most impressive demonstrations of 
solidarity with the Histadrut yet convoked. Simple 
logic determines the keynote of the Convention: the 
war for democracy goes on— Palestine is a vital 
democratic outpost—the Histadrut is the backbone 
of Palestine—and American Jewry is the sole out- 
side support freely functioning and in a position to 
aid the Histadrut. It is incumbent upon American 
Jewry to render that support, and the Convention 
this month will start the ball rolling again. 


Since 1923, the National Labor Committee has 
paralleled the growth of the Histadrut. Like the 
Histadrut, it has concentrated on winning the minds 
and hearts of the masses rather than the elect. Its 
message to the Jewish community in America has 
been conveyed in plain language, and even the few 
gala occasions that have become traditional in recent 
years, such as the Third Seder, have been noted for 
their genuine Palestinian atmosphere. 


In winning labor elements over to the merits of 
Zionism, and Zionists over to an appreciation of 
labor, the National Labor Committee has been con- 
tributing its unique share to the upbuilding of Pal- 
estine as a cooperative commonwealth. It has also 
gone a long way to prevent “Jewish Socialism” from 
becoming synonymous with anti-Zionism, as was the 
case to some extent in Poland, where tremendous 
energies were wasted during the internecine struggles 
against Bundism. The Jewish workers of this coun- 
try, however, free of nineteenth century dogmatism, 
have perceived in Palestine the solution to the ag- 
gravated Jewish problem. The relentless march of 
events has long since justified the decision of such 
labor leaders as the late Max Pine and Abraham 
Shiplacoff to found an instrument for the purpose of 
aiding the Histadrut. 


Today the National Labor Committee has reached 
into 360 communities throughout the United States, 
Canada, Mexico and Cuba. Just as in Palestine the 
labor movement has emerged from the traditional 
confines of its “class” and has become the true ex- 
ponent of the entire people, so has the National 
Labor Committee added to its adherents groups from 
various sectors of Jewish life. While non-political, 
the N. L. C. in a very real sense has become a powerful 
political factor inasmuch as it represents hundreds 
of thousands of Jews who want the reconstitution of 
Palestine as the Jewish national home. 


The Jewish trade unions affiliated with the Na- 
tional Labor Committee have also the sympathy and 
support of the general labor movement in the United 
States and Great Britain for the cause of the Jewish 




































































ee ee ae a a ee eR Ce ee ee ee Se a ae Se 










































SO ERS SOLO NG SI IE RET 











6 


national home. The achievements of the Histadrut 
itself have been eloquent arguments in its own favor. 
The unswerving loyalty of American Jewish work- 
ers has reinforced our contention that the 125,000 
members of the Histadrut are not alone. Thrre is a 
growing force behind our Palestine pioneers which 
demands the establishment of a cooperative Jewish 
commonwealth and is seeking to achieve that goal 
through practical means. 

In these days when political Zionist action is 
hampered by the war, the test of American Zionism 
lies in its material, no less than moral, encouragement 
to the Yishuv. While the “billions for defense” 
which Uncle Sam can expend are not available to 
the Histadrut, the average dollar of the average 








JEWISH FRONTIER 















American Jew can plug many a weak spot in ou 
Palestinian structure, and help the country survive 
the stresses of war. Especially now, when the indi. 
vidual feels helpless and private capital is timid, 
the collective will, the collective organization and 
the collective resources of the Histadrut can bring 
about remarkable results in defending Jewish in. 
terests and serving the cause of world democracy. 

The Convention of the National Labor Committee 
will repeat to the Jewish people, to the international 
labor movement, and to Great Britain those truths 
which are inherent in our cause. But behind the 
truth there must be a dynamic movement to force 
its realization, and that movement is now taking 
form around the standard of the Histadrut. 





LOUIS DEMBITZ BRANDEIS 


by Solomon Goldman 


A NTI-SEMITISM ORSCURES THE GRANDEUR OF 

Zionism and its essence is tarnished like that of 
all ideals by the exigencies of fulfillment. Assimila- 
tionists and visionaries see it either as a movement of 
escape or as an extra encumbrance on the road to 
universalism. Idealists despise Zionism because of its 
political entanglements. Justice Brandeis came to 
Zionism because all his life he had been an uncom- 
promising realist. He saw the world as it is, which 
means that he examined, in any given situation, all of 
the facts insofar as it was humanly possible to do so. 
The jumping board for his intellectual efforts was not 
a formula or postulate but’a set of facts. He never 
theorized, and rarely gave utterance to an abstract 
principle or cosmic generalization. It was not due, as 
some superficial students of Brandeis would want us 
to believe, either to an absence of faith or deficiency 
of style. Justice Brandeis’ life’s work is incomprehen- 
sible without an absorbing faith in definite principles 
and his “gift of happy phrasing was not incomparable 
to Holmes.” If Brandeis did not indulge in grandiose, 
philosophic statements about the universe, it was be- 
cause, in his opinion, every such statement would have 
had to be based on all of the facts about the universe. 
Experience had taught him that it required endless 
toil and time to gather the data relative to the simplest 
human problem, let alone the cosmic. His Zionism 
consequently did not derive from theory but from the 
Jewish people. 

What are the facts about the Jewish people which 
this realist could not possibly dismiss once they had 
come to his attention? The first discovery Brandeis 
made was the Jewish people. “It is of the nature of 
our law,” he said, that “it has not dealt with man in 
general, but with him in relationships.” A Jew, too, 
he came to understand, had to be dealt with in such 
terms. These relationships were not only economic 





or political in character, but also social, psychic, here- 
ditary. It was not likely that in the real world, any 
man could be found suspended in isolation, after the 
manner of Melchizedek without father or mother, 
without beginning or end. The individual, to be 
properly understood in all of his relations, had to be 
seen also as the confluent sum of the consciousness of 
his people, or in the words of Dewey, as nature's 
experiment with the qualities of the group. Brandeis 
was persuaded by the “logic of realities” that what 
was true of all human beings was most probably 
applicable to Jews. Jews, too, he decided, belonged to 
a group or people. 

Now, it is the nature of a fact to be so obvious and 
simple that only the genius can observe it, grasp it 
and hold on to it in its obviousness and simplicity. 
Mediocre minds tend either to distort it or overlay 
it with fiction or lose it altogether. What, for ex- 
ample, is more obvious than the existence of millions 
of men, women and children over the face of the 
earth to whom the myriads of millions of their fellow 
men refer as Jews. The reference is ever immediate 
and direct and not the result of effort or inquiry. It is 
not discarded even when the discovery is made that 
the person designated a Jew is without any religious 
faith or happens to be a member of a Christian 
Church. 

Speaking before the Eastern Council of the Central 
Conference of Reform Rabbis, Mr. Brandeis said: 

The meaning of the word ‘Jewish’ in the term ‘Jew- 
ish Problem, must be accepted as co-extensive with 
the disabilities which it is our problem to remove. It 
is the non-Jews who create the disabilities and in so 
doing, gave definition to the term Jew. Its disabilities 
extend substantially to all of Jewish blood. The disabili- 
ties do not end with a renunciation of faith, howevet 


sincere. They do not end with the elimination, how- 
ever complete, of external Jewish mannerisms. The 
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disabilities do not end ordinarily until the Jewish blood 
has been so thoroughly diluted by repeated inter-mar- 
riages as to result in practically obliterating the Jew. 
And we Jews, by our own acts, give a like definition 
to the term Jew. When men and women of Jewish 
blood suffer, because of that fact, and even if they suffer 
from quite different causes, our sympathy and our help 
goes out to them instantaneously, in whatever countries 
they may live, and without inquiring into the shades 
of their belief or unbelief. When those of Jewish 
blood exhibit moral or intellectual superiority, genius or 
special talent, we feel pride in them even if they abjured 
the faith like Spinoza, Marx, Disraeli or Heine. Despite 
the meditations of pundits or the decrees of councils, 
their own instincts and acts and those of others have 
defined for us the term Jew. 

Normally, that would seem to constitute ample 
proof of the existence of a Jewish folk or people, and 
yet it is amazing how many practical men, bankers, 
industrialists, merchants, and not a few philosophers 
and Rabbis, have managed to miss the point. It re- 
quired, among American Jews, a Brandeis to recog- 
nize it. 

It was the recognition of this simple but ineluc- 
table fact that directed Justice Brandeis to Zionism. 
Genius that he was, he appreciated that it was no 
mean discovery. When later he had read Herzl, he 
concluded that the major contribution of the father 
of political Zionism to the understanding of the Jew- 
ish problem was “the recognition of the fundamental 
fact that the Jews are a people, one people.” Still 
later, he learned that the Jews had known it through 
their long history but that, “It had been submerged 
by the multiform individual struggle for Jewish 


existence.” 


It was fortunate for Zionism that Brandeis had dis- © 


covered simultaneously the Jewish people, its precious 
heritage and unparalleled experience. For it was the 
Jewish laborer who brought him to Zionism and it 
was Labor that, in a large measure, gave his Zionism 
that glow and passion in the last several years of his 
life. When in 1914, he accepted the chairmanship 
of the Zionist Provisional Emergency Committee, he 
said, with the humility so characteristic of his whole 
life, “I feel my disqualification for this task. Through- 
out long years, which represent my own life, I have 
been, to a great extent, separated from Jews. I am 
very ignorant in things Jewish” ... What gave him 
the courage to assume the responsibility was that he 
found among Jewish laborers qualities of justice and 
democracy, a deep moral feeling, a deep sense of the 
brotherhood of man and a high intelligence. 

At one of the many heated sessions of the Com- 
mittee on Arbitration of the International Ladies 
Garment Workers, a pale-looking laborer with high 
forehead and eyes full of indignation, hurled a mouth- 
ful of strange words at one of the employers. The 
meaning of the words escaped Brandeis but not the 
crimson flush that covered the employer to his ear 
lobes. When the meeting was adjourned, Brandeis, 
upon inquiry, learned that the magic words which 
had produced such instantaneous effect were a quo- 
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tation from the Book of Isaiah. The pale-faced young 
man had quoted: “What mean ye that ye beat my 
people to pieces, and grind the faces of the poor... 
The spoil of the poor is in your houses.” Brandeis 
was stunned. A disbelieving laborer from whose lips 
the Hebrew of Isaiah rolled off with such ease and 
earnestness, a stubborn employer whose heart was 
pierced quickly and painfully by these words, was a 
novel experience indeed. He could not drive it from 
his mind. There was more to it than appeared on the 
surface. The impression the young man had made 
was not due to a display of erudition. Neither could 
the reference to Isaiah have been an isolated incident. 
It seemed to indicate a habit of life and a common 
background for the employer and employee. 

Brandeis was soon convinced that he had guessed 
right. At subsequent meetings, in the midst of an 
harangue, he would hear a man shout with singular 
emphasis, “Ihr darft sich shemen! Passt sich dos far a 
idin?” (Shame on you! Is this conduct worthy of a 
Jew?) Brandeis was disturbed. About that time, 
December 19, 1910, the Jews of Boston were amazed 
to see the name of Louis Dembitz Brandeis appended 
to the following statement: 

I have a great deal of sympathy for the (Zionist) 
movement, and I am deeply interested in the outcome 
of the propaganda. These so-called dreamers are en- 
titled to the respect and appreciation of the entire Jew- 
ish people. I believe the Jews can be just as much of 
: priest people today as they ever were in the prophetic 

ays. 

It was his first observation on the Jewish people. 
It was intuitive, the pull of heredity, a leap in the 
dark. The cautious Brandeis had not yet examined 
the facts but it was inevitable that he should. Isaiah 
at an arbitration table! What was this unique back- 
ground that had its hold on employer and employee? 

It was the habit of a lifetime with him to place 
knowledge at the threshold of every enterprise and 
to prize it above all things. “Education,” he said, 
“must continue throughout life.” A shiver ran down 
his spine when he had learned that that which was 
with him a habit, the Jews had always regarded a 
mitzvah, a sacred obligation. Maimonides had writ- 
ten in his Code that even a man advanced in years 
and sickly was not free to neglect the pursuit of 
knowledge. More impressive was the fact that the 
injunction placing study above all things had found 
its way into the daily prayers of the people. 

It was not to be his only surprise. He began to 
study his people. He turned to the Bible with re- 
newed interest. He saw it in a new light. It was no 
longer a catechism of faith but the record of a people’s 
experience, the register of its ideals. He thrilled to 
the depths of his being when he realized that those 
aspects of democracy and associative living which all 
through the ages he had cherished and for which he 
had fought with such zeal, had also been the strivings 
and aspirations of the Jewish people. The general 
passion with which he tackled social problems was 
perhaps the essential characteristic of Israel. Democ- 
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racy, he had always felt, was not a political program 
but a religion. “The industrial struggle,” he had said, 
“was essentially an affair of the Church and its im- 
perative task.” To a man in high office, he once 
wrote: “Refuse to tolerate any immoral practice.” A 
passage in Renan stirred his heart and filled his eyes: 
“Israel could never be satisfied to see the world badly 
governed under the government of a God considered 
just. Its sages experienced a paroxysm of wrath in the 
presence of the abuses in which the world abounds. 
A wicked man, dying, old, rich and in peace, sent a 
twitch of pain and anger to their heart.” Here then 
were the roots of his being. 


Brandeis’ Jewish enthusiasm, which so often puz- 
zled those who remembered him in his earlier years 
or knew the history of those years, flowed from his 
sense of oneness with the Jewish heritage. It was the 
present writter’s privilege, in the past several years, 
to see the Justice frequently. The subjects of conver- 
sation were Zionism, the World War and Palestine. 
But Louis Dembitz Brandeis had larger interests. The 
fullness of his years had not slackened his thirst for 
knowledge. When he first appeared on the Zionist 
platform, a Christian friend thought that his face 
“shone with an inner light that transformed his whole 
being.” The present writer can testify that he enjoyed 
seeing such transformations in Justice Brandeis more 
than once. What especially delighted him was the 
affinity between his own views and the prophetic- 
pharisaic amalgam. 


It were tempting, if time and space were not 
niggardly, to show the numerous parallels of thought 
and, at times, even an uncanny likeness of phrasing 
between the two. Brandeis was intrigued with the 
idea that the Jewish concept of Utopia was not spat- 
ial but temporal. It was not a place such as Arcadia 
or Oceania or Erewohn to which one could, as it were, 
buy a passage; it was aharit ha-yamim, the end of days, 
the realization of which could be achieved only by 
the toil and sweat of both the distinguished and the 
humble, the fortunate and the lowly. It was good that 
Judaism had put works above faith and discipline 
above preachment. The life of 2 Rabbi Akiba or a 
Gaon of Wilna, he held far more «aluable than a 
thousand Prolegomena to or Critiques of ethics. He 
had, himself, been “too intent on concrete problems 
of practical justice” to formulate “a rigid social phil- 
osophy.” He smiled happily when he understood that 
the whole system of the Halachah was, in essence, 
factual and not conceptualist, that ben Zakkai and 
his successors were sticklers for facts, and that a mem- 
ber of the Sanhedrin was required to be not only a 
student of the law but master of all knowledge, as far 
as it lay in the power of man to attain it. He regarded 
the instruction in Exodus to the judge, to show no 
favor to the poor, a choice gem. For a poor man, too, 
might be guilty, even as he believed a union might 
prove tyrannical. Society was best founded on objec- 
tive and definitive justice rather than on subjective 
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and whimsical mercy. The balance Judaism had 
achieved between the freedom of the individual and 
the rights of society evoked his enthusiastic admira- 
tion. He had found it a defect in so many philosophic 
and religious systems that they tended toward one 
extreme or another. They either made the individual 
or society all important. He was happy to find, there- 
fore, in the teachings of his people that which he, 
himself, had advocated a lifetime. He had said, 
“Above all rights rises our duty to the community,” 
and also “our objective is the making of men and 
women who shall be free.” His joy was unbounded 
when he heard that an ancient sage had read in place 
of “The writing of God was graven (harut) on the 
tables (of the Law)”, as Scripture has it, “The writing 
of God (is) freedom (herut) on the tables,” and that 
the sage had added, “For none is free but he who was 
occupied with the study of the law.” 


No, the young man’s quotation at the arbitration 
table had not been an acident. It was part of a unique 
heritage that embodied the life experience, dreaming 
and thinking of a people. There was such a people, a 
Jewish people. Jews lied when they tried to deny its 
existence. The “People’s Advocate” became the Jew- 
ish people’s advocate. Brandeis became a Zionist. It 
was inevitable. The genius recognized the obvious 
fact that there was a Jewish people with a peculiar 
heritage, and the realist instantly comprehended that 
a people must have a home and that for the Jewish 
people that home could be only Palestine. “The land 
is an inspiration to effort .. . the undying longing 
of Jews for it is a fact of the deepest significance . . . 
though the Jew makes his individual life the loftiest, 
that alone will not fulfill the obligations of his trust. 
We are bound not only to use worthily our great 
inheritance, but to preserve and, if possible, augment 
it; and then transmit it to coming generations. The 
fruit of three thousands years of civilization and a 
hundred generations of suffering may not be sacrificed 
by us. It will be sacrificed if dissipated. Assimilation 
is national suicide. And assimilation can be prevented 
only by preserving national characteristics and life as 
other peoples, large and small, are preserving and 
developing their national life. Shall we with our 
inheritance do less than the Irish, the Serbians, or the 
Bulgars? And must we not, like them, have a land 
where the Jewish life may be naturally led, the Jew- 
ish language spoken, and the Jewish spirit prevail? 
Surely we must, and that land is our fathers’ land: It 
is Palestine.” 


A number of evaluations of the personality of Rabbi 
Edward L. Israel and tributes to his memory by prom- 


inent leaders in Jewish and labor life will appear in the 


December issue of JEWISH FRONTIER. THE EDITORS 
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SOCIALISM REEXAMINED 


by Hayim Greenberg 


bk IS IMPOSSIBLE TO PREDICT THE SHAPE OF THE 
world after the war and what part socialism would 
play in its reconstruction. In the present conflict there 
operate dynamic forces and inertias, many of which 
we can hardly fathom. But it would be alto- 
gether impossible to make any kind of prognosis 
without assuming the following two premises: 1) 
After a period of armed peace, during which the vic- 
torious democracies would exercise broad internation- 
al police functions, there would be established a stable 
order of relations based on mutual control and 
economic cooperation that would eliminate the threat 
of new wars. 2) Within most countries that control 
the reserves of natural resources in the world and 
enjoy a high standard of technological civilization, 
there would continue to exist (or be reestablished ) 
a liberal political regime guaranteeing unhampered 
expression and development to all sections of the 
population and all political ideologies. 

These two premises sufficiently prove how mini- 
mal are my own “war aims” and how little I expect 
the world to enjoy a period of complete bliss im- 
mediately after the trumpets of victory cease their 
pealing. But bearing in mind the scope of the destruc- 
tion that we will be confronted with at the end of 
the war, even if the democracies should emerge 
triumphant, the above goals are not as modest as 
they might appear at first sight. It would be folly to 
expect a rapid realization of broader socialist aims 
in a world bled white by the most destructive war 
in history. But there exists an absolute minimum 
which must be attained as a result of the war, if 
there is to be any justification and redemption for the 
blood that is being shed. This minimum consists of 
the elimination of. further dangers of war through 
the establishment of a natural equilibrium in interna- 
tional relations, and firmly guaranteeing the basic 
principles that animated the American and French 
revolutions. Only these two conditions can create the 
necessary framework for the free development of 
socialist thought and the growth of a socialist move- 
ment. 

Even on the basis of these two premises I do not 
undertake to draw a detailed portrait of the post-war 
socialist movement. At best I can try to sketch the 
outlines of socialism in the coming period, and I am 
not unaware that I am not free of subjective attitudes 
and expectations. 

The deeper causes underlying the present crisis in 
socialism are not due so much to strategic errors as 
to certain “organic deficiencies” from which it suf- 
fered. In the future socialism should renounce all 
pretenses to being a religion. Strange as it may 
appear at first glance, socialism pretended to be just 


that, despite the fact that in many European coun- 
tries it was not only irreligious but even anti-religious. 
The chief characteristic of a religion are its 
eschatological predictions and promises. For many 
years socialist propaganda and education were con- 
ducted in such a manner that each new convert was 
imbued with the consciousness that socialism would 
not only solve certain economic problems, but would 
also pave the way to a new earth and a new heaven. 
“Happiness” and the establishment of the “King- 
dom of Heaven,” these were the promises of social- 
ism for many decades. Aware only of “economic 
man,” believing that social class relationships are 
the only one that count while ignoring transcen- 
dental factors, socialism imbued its followers with 
the belief that as soon as the “lazy bellies” of the 
world would cease wasting the products of honest toil, 
humanity: would be rid of all tensions, inner contra- 
dictions and unstilled desires—humanity would be 
happy. Thus Fourier promised that under socialism 
people would be at least “ten feet tall,” Karl Kautsky, 
ordinarily a man of pedestrian ideas, announced that 
the average citizen of a socialist society would be a 
superman; Antonio Labriola tried to convince his 
Italian followers that in the socialist utopia geniuses 
would grow in bunches on every street corner and 
Galileos, Platos and Giordano Brunos would run 
around in herds. Trotzky described the future social- 
ist millenium as one in which “man would become 
immeasurably stronger, wiser, freer, his body more 
harmoniously proportioned, his movements more 
rhythmic, his voice more musical, and the forms of 
his existence permeated with dramatic dynamism.” 
Nor was that all, “the average man would reach the 
level of an Aristotle, a Goethe, a Marx.” These were 
all expressions of the naive optimism that character- 
ized socialist movements, of the mystic, redeeming 
force which was ascribed to the transition from the 
capitalist curse to the socialist state of bliss. That 
economic changes for the better possess no such 
magic powers to transform humanity, that no con- 
ceivable social changes can free mankind of conflicts, 
that suffering is an integral part of man’s fate and 
socialism can at best solve only the problem of “zoo- 
logical” suffering, these heresies were strictly avoided 
in socialist education. Bernard Shaw might have 
been right at that when he compared the world out- 
look of an average socialist to an Eskimo’s idea of 
paradise—a land of warm waters in which fat fish 
swim at the surface and do not resist being caught. 
This is what I had in mind when I stated that 
modern socialism sought to wear the mantle of reli- 
gion to which it had no right. To what extent such 
a representation of socialism was pure demagogy or 
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a genuine, albeit primitive, conception of world 
problems, it is hard to determine. But that its conse- 
quences were definitely harmful cannot be doubted. 
A false outlook on life may be absorbed by one’s 
consciousness, but it does not calm the still voice 
of nagging doubt. Socialism did itself incalculable 
harm when it starved broad spheres of human spirit- 
ual life that do not coincide with economic instincts 
or the sublimation of those instincts. 

Now socialism will have to emerge with a new but 
legitimate program. It must no longer offer “hap- 
piness” (does anyone know definitely what this term 
means?) nor the elimination of pain and tragedy. 
Instead it can lay claim to a more modest program, 
which is nevertheless considerably broader than the 
formula of Herbert Morrison, the English socialist 
leader, that “socialism is a good business proposition.” 

Should one ask the socialist movement today what 
its goals are, I do not believe that the answer should 
be—nationalization of the means of production, for 
we have learned from experience that even within 
a nationalized economy there can exist class divi- 
sions and exploitation. Neither should the answer 
be that the aim is economic equality. Equality, as 
an end in itself, is not an ideal state of affairs and 
can assume the form of a general levelling down such 
as is practiced in a military barrack. Nor is a high liv- 
ing standard the mark of socialism, and even fascist 
movements promise it as an inducement to their 
own peoples. The only thing specific good that 
socialism can offer is the very thing that it had 
ignored in the past—the striving after human dig- 
nity and social worth for every individual. (I stress 
social worth, because those who seek a basis for 
human worth on a cosmic scale will have to con- 
tinue searching for it in religious sources for millenia 
to come, even as they did for thousands of years 
past.) Fundamentally, socialism, which is much 
older than any of our socialist movements and the- 
ories, never sought anything more than to establish 
the worth of the individual in society. “Every man 
under his vine and his fig tree”’—a formula based 
on absolute private ownership—does not differ basic- 
ally from the modern socialist program of complete 
collectivization. Both aim at that complete equality 
of each individual without which one can have no 
social importance. The collectivization advocated 
today is merely a practical application of the prin- 
ciple of equality in an epoch that is marked by tech- 
nological industrialism. In other words, national- 
ization (or socialization) of wealth, high living 
standards and economic equality are mot goals of 
socialism but only means toward attaining, not com- 
plete happiness, but merely that measure of social 
worth to which every person is entitled, and which 
is impossible to achieve without resorting to certain 


economic changes. 


If I have over-stressed the matter of the importance 
of the individual in socialism, it is only because we 
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have failed to learn the necessary lesson on this 
subject from the two revolutions that occurred dur- 
ing the past quarter century. The elan of the 
October revolution and of the subsequent civil war 
in Russia derived its inner pathos more from the 
striving of the forgotten man of our day for social 
worth than from purely economic interests. The 
Russian revolution lowered the standard of living 
of the population for many years, but for millions 
of people it provided a new feeling of social (in this 
case proletarian) worth for which they were ready 
to pay the price of hunger and need. Belonging to 
the proletariat, the new ruling aristocracy in Russia, 
provided for many millions a sufficient compensation 
for their degradation in the past, especially since the 
one time ruling classes were deprived of all rights. 
Reversing the social ladder naturally is not equality. 
But psychologically it represented a historic reckon- 
ing and gave the masses of. Russia a new, albeit 
morally distorted, sense of their importance. The 
same factor of social worth, although in a different 
form and feeding on widely diverging sources of 
energy, figured in the Nazi revolution in Germany. 
Being part of a “superior ruling race” provided mil- 
lions of Germans with a new sense of importance 
which lay not in possessing something, but merely 
in being something—in being a German—in the 
belief that a higher grade, “rulers’” blood flowed 
through their veins. Both the class as well as the 
race idolatry were only substitutes, Ersatz, for the 
genuine sense of worth of which every individual 
is capable irrespective of race or class. The very fact, 
however, that even substitutes like the above could 
evoke such passionate enthusiasm and blind the 
masses to real economic interests proves how jealous 
modern mass man is of his dignity, how uneconomic 
his approach frequently is, and how important it is 
for the future of socialism to embody the expression 
of this striving for universal aristocracy. 


HAVE DEALT AT CONSIDERABLE LENGTH WITH 

this phase of the subject. If the above thesis is 
correct, it becomes of great practical importance for 
the future program of socialist education. From it 
we are almost automatically led to other conclusions, 
that no genuine socialism is conceivable without a 
certain minimum of personal freedom, that estab- 
lishing economic forms of collectivism on a founda- 
tion of political slavery means sanctifying the means 
while desecrating the ends. Only the false and 
harmful belief that “the ends justify the means” 
which modern socialism (even the non-Bolshevist 
type) .always held to some degree could lead to an 
instance such as that of Hendrik DeMann, who now 
preaches collaboration with Hitler because Nazism 
destroys the foundations of classical capitalism and 
thus, objectively, leads toward a new world order, 
ergo to socialism. The illusion that it is possible and 
permissible to achieve human worth for each indi- 
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vidual through despotic means that are in crying 
contradiction to the avowed goal must be uprooted 
from the minds and hearts before socialism will again 
be able to start out on a road of healthy development. 

It is now no longer necessary to spend much time 
in proving that political democracy is a higher and 
more inclusive concept than socialism. For years we 
had maintained that political democracy is a means 
toward attaining socialism. This was wrong. The 
truth is the exact opposite. Democracy is the ulti- 
mate goal and socialism is, under modern industrial 
conditions, the practical means for the attainment 
of this goal of individual worth and equality. One 
who believes that democracy is only a means (to be 
supplanted by other, better, means, should one hap- 
pen to run across any) must conclude that in a 
socialist society there would be no room for it. Actu- 
ally it should be clear to everyone that precisely 
in a socialist order conditions of true democracy 
should be established, for no matter how thoroughly 
socialist economic and social principles are put into 
effect, life will always be full of tensions, conflicts 
and contradictions which will have to be solved by 
citizens enjoying equal rights and equal social stand- 
ing according to some established democratic pro- 
cedure. | 

I now wish to touch upon another aspect which, 
I should like to hope, will take a prominent place 
in the consciousness of socialists. This is the idea 
that there are no transitionary generations in his- 
tory. No individual may be considered as a means 
to advance the interests of another, because each 
one is an end in himself. Similarly we must not look 
upon any generation as an instrument to advance 
the welfare of another, as fertilizer on the fields of 
future history, because in the endlessness of histori- 
cal development every generation is also an end in 
itself. Only one who believes in an ultimate king- 
dom of heaven, or in some final point in time 
when all contradictions would be finally solved, 
can decide that he has a right to sacrifice one gen- 
eration for the sake of all the future ages so that 
they should enjoy a state of complete blessedness. 
But socialism will in the future be more modest 
and too skeptical to believe in some Canaan for the 
sake of which it is permissible to sacrifice an entire 
generation. Socialism must make up its mind that 
the happiness of no future generation is worth the 


_. sacrifice of present day sinners, that we must not 


show such exalted love for the yet unborn as would 
justify indifference to current suffering. I realize 
that this thesis is liable to cause much misunder- 
standing. Six years ago I developed this idea before 
labor audiences in Palestine and I was later accused 
of opposition to Chalutziut because of the rigors 
it imposes on its followers. I would be an opponent 
of pioneering in Palestine if the hardships entailed 
in the rebuilding of a long neglected country were 
imposed on Jewish youth from above and against 
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its will, if the pioneers in Palestine were considered 
as manure on the fields of the country so that a 
future generation of Jews might enjoy its roses. But 
pioneering in Palestine is a voluntary task assumed 
after free deliberation by those inclined to do 
so and finds personal satisfaction in following its 
call. The same can be said about the group of nuns 
from the Order of the Sacred Heart who some years 
ago went to the Molokai Islands and dedicated their 
lives to the care of the lepers living there. No one 
compelled them to do so. Out of their own free 
will they drew the determination to devote them- 
selves to people hopelessly afflicted. They are not 
“fertilizer” on another's field, nor a means to ad- 
vance other people’s welfare. They are an end in 
and for themselves, and anyone who is even slightly 
acquainted with the religious context of their lives 
will realize that they saw the highest expression 
of their personal fate in their action. 


It is hardly necessary to add that if socialism re- 
nounces the conception of a transitionary generation 
and the idea of a “final struggle” after which history 
would take a jump into a state of permanent bliss, 
it must also renounce the idea of a social revolu- 
tion of a catastrophic type that is based on a mo- 
mentary conjuncture of events, such as was popular 
among socialists for many years. Socialists as well 
as democrats should visualize only one situation in 
which it would be justifiable to fan the flames of 
revolution—when the liberation of society from 
political despotism, police tyranny and dictatorship 
are concerned; when revolution can help the estab- 
lishment, or the reconstitution, of a legal state 
possessing that minimum of democracy without 
which no legal state is conceivable. In other words, 
revolution may be justified if it serves to attain the 
freedom of the individual to share in his govern- 
ment, but not if it strives after concrete economic 
changes only. The moment a state is subordinated 
to the will of the people and the rights of individuals 
as well as of groups are guaranteed, socialism has 
no reason to prepare for revolutions and should 
strengthen the foundations of legality and try to 
educate the majority of the population toward be- 
coming conscious and responsible participants of 
the political set-up. 

The theses developed above may impress some 
readers as being primarily negative, in the sense of 
setting up inhibitions for socialism rather than pre- 
senting a positive program. This impression would 
not be untrue. I did not aim to develop a program 
for future socialist action, but rather to outline a 
number of guiding principles without which the 
socialist movement will always be open to the 
dangers of political impressionism and the lure of 
transitory impulses. But if these principles are to be 
taken seriously, socialism may still meet with de- 
feats; but it could never lose its true stature, its 
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moral force and its chances for influence on the 
people. 

I doubt if I have revealed anything new. Each 
of the ideas discussed in this article can be found, 
in one form or another, in earlier writings. Some 
readers might even associate them with the revi- 
sionist trend in socialism. Fundamentally this would 
be a correct association. But in stressing some par- 
ticular aspects of the problem I tried to summarize 
the difficult lessons we have learned on this subject 
in the last two decades. The main weakness of the 
socialist revisionists who followed Bernstein’s lead- 
ership was that their approach lacked the moral 
pathos without which socialism cannot become a 
social-educational force. 

I would consider it a misfortune if after the 
present war, in the general atmosphere of tension, 
bitterness and moral let-down, the socialist move- 
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ment were again to embark on the path of a super- 
ficial revolutionism based on transitory factors. Civil 
wars that may follow the present planetary blood- 
letting can only lead to still greater chaos, to new 
destructive psychoses and endless fictitious “libera- 
tions.” Uninspiring and unromantic as the words 
may sound, it must be said at this time: after this 
war socialism must take upon itself the task of in- 
troducing a measure of stability into the world. In 
a period like the one that will confront us in the 
near future, stabilization will. involve certain com- 
promises. But there are compromises which have 
a beneficial, healing effect, and facilitate normal 
changes later, if they are undertaken courageously 
and responsibly, without obliterating the bounda- 
ties between compromise and the basic, unchange- 
able principle. 


WHY A JEWISH ARMY 


by Abraham Revusky 


N ITS EFFORTS TO SOW DSICORD AND CONFUS- 

ion among the democratic peoples of the world, 
the Nazi propaganda machine tirelessly stresses the 
idea of a “Jewish War” aimed to avenge Hitler’s mis- 
treatment of the Jews. 


This is, naturally, sheer nonsense. If Hitler's 
anti-Jewish campaign were the only issue between 
the Nazis and the democratic powers of the world, 
nobody would lift a finger. The Nazi outcry of a 
“Jewish War” unwittingly ascribes to the democratic 
world of today much more idealism that it ever pos- 
sessed. Imagine Chamberlain and Daladier declaring 
a war to save Jews from destruction! Not even the 
most ardent protagonist of democracy ever ascribed 
to it such virtues. 


On the other hand, we, Jews, are one of the objects 
of the present war. Our annihilation is one of the 
main characteristics of Hitler’s “New Order.” Any- 
one who believes that the “Jewish Problem” is being 
exploited by Nazis solely for propaganda purposes, 
is greatly underestimating the fanatical earnestness 
of their barbaric purpose. Even in the midst of the 
war, Jews are not being forgotten. Quite the con- 
trary, every new difficulty met with in the course of 
the war spurs the Nazis to accelerate their “radical 
solution” of the Jewish problem. Should this war 
continue for another two or three years this “radical 
solution,” finally leading to starvation and death, 
will become a fait accompli for a very substantial 
number of European Jews. Furthermore there is not 
the slightest doubt that in case of a Hitler victory the 
Jews of the Old World who will have survived the 
war will be relentlessly driven to a similar fate. 


In other words, while this is not a “Jewish War” 
in the Nazi sense of the word, the fate of the Jews 
depends on it to a much greater extent that the future 
of other nations. While the others are in danger of 
enslavement, we are facing the prospect of complete 
annihilation. The Nazis do not intend to exploit us; 
they are bound to eliminate us from the face of the 
earth. 

This situation imposes ypon us a very grave re- 
sponsibility. We cannot be content with fulfilling 
our duty as individual citizens of the countries to 
which we belong. We must do more than that. A 
simple sense of human dignity and the elementary 
instinct of self-preservation must force us to the front 
ranks in this great struggle. This particularly applies 
to countries which, while hostile to Nazism, are not 
yet in the war. But we are in it. The war on us was 
begun much earlier than on other nations which 
stood in Hitler’s way. We have the distinction of 
being the first nation to be attacked by the Nazis, 
and this involves a definite moral obligation. 


S INDIVIDUALS, JEWS ARE CERTAINLY DOING 
their duty. Jews called to the Allied colors, in 
Britain and its dominions as well as in Russia, are 
certainly fighting bravely. Still, many of us feel that 
this is not enough. Being a special target of Nazi 
barbarism, we must participate in this war not only as 
individuals but also as a collective entity, as a nation. 
This was the sense of the proposal to form a Jewish 
Army that was made by the Jewish Agency at the 
very beginning of the present war. 
Had the offer of a Jewish Army been accepted 
at that time, there would by now exist a sizable Jew- 
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ish force fighting Nazism along with other armies-in- 
exile affiliated with Great Britain. It would probably 
be the largest of them: 100,000 men was its conserva- 
tive goal. It would be mainly composed of volunteers 
from neutral countries, or from British dominions 
where no conscription exists. The Jewish Army 
would thus present an actual gain for the Allied 
forces. If based on Palestine, the Jewish Army would 
become an important factor in the British campaign 
in the East. It is quite possible that the British would 
not have been forced to retreat from Lybia after a 
brilliant start, had they had at their disposal an extra 
force to oppose the sudden Nazi attack. 


However, the offer of a Jewish Army was not 
accepted. The Chamberlain government declined it 
with the usual thanks. Nothing else could have been 
expected. Strongly relying on the “impregnable” 
Maginot Line, and expecting to limit the war to a 
continuous blockade without major fighting on land, 
the Chamberlain government could not envisage a 
a situation where an extra army of 100,000 men 
would be of major importance. It did nothing to 
mobilize the human and industrial resources of its 
own Empire, and there was no reason to expect that 
its reaction to the offer of a Jewish Army would be an 
exception to its general policy of “business as usual.” 

In addition, the members of the Chamberlain Cabi- 
net, who were never too friendly towards Jews, 
looked upon the idea of a Jewish Army with a great 
deal of suspicion. Their ultra conservative minds 
could not grasp such a bold departure from the usual 
procedures. They looked with particular misgivings 
upon the fact that the proposal of a Jewish army 
emanated from Zionist circles, and was in some way 
connected with Jewish claims on Palestine. After 
the “White Paper” issued in the spirit of pro-Arab 
appeasement shortly before the outbreak of this war, 
a Jewish Army, primarily created for the defense of 
Palestine, would have meant a sharp reversal of the 
British policy in the Promised Land. 


HILE THE REFUSAL OF THE OFFER OF A JEW- 

ish Army was only to be expected, we should by 
no means consider it final. We cannot recognize the 
British politicians, even of the more progressive type, 
as the God-anointed leaders of world democracy, 
and accept their adverse decision with the clear con- 
science of accomplished duty. Had their decision 
concerned a purely legal matter, we might say that 
we did our duty, and the responsibility for refusing 
our offer is theirs. But we cannot take this attitude 
in a case deeply involving our dignity and very exist- 
ence. The war is not only theirs; it is ours as well. 
We have certainly no means to equip a Jewish army. 
But we must keep the issue alive by tirelessly appeal- 
to the public opinion of the democratic countries, and 
enlightening our youth, about its supreme duty to 
participate actively in the struggle against Nazism. 
At the same time we must be fully aware of the 
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motives behind the British objections, and try to 
overcome them by reasoning, and if advisable, by a 
certain readjustment in our own policy. 

The reasons for the refusal of the original offer of 
a Jewish Army can be classified in the following three 
categories: 

1. Before the crude awakening of May 1940, the 

British government, together with its French 
Ally, considered the war a mild adventure 
which did not require extraordinary efforts. 
They therefore saw no urgent need for the aid 
of a Jewish army. 

2. Insofar as the Jewish Army was proposed in 
connection with the defense of Palestine, the 
acceptance of this offer seemed to be in direct 
contradiction to the policy of the “White 
Paper.” Firmly determined not to deviate 
from this fundamentally anti-Jewish-policy 
before the end of the war, the British could 
not reconcile themselves to the creation of a 
Palestinian Jewish Army. 

3. The British Government of to-day, and this 
also applies to a certain extent to the Admin- 
istration in Washington, is greatly concerned 
with the effects of Hitler's assiduous propa- 
ganda on the theme of a “Jewish War.” In- 
stead of boldly refuting these malicious lies 
by spreading truthful information about Jews 
and their actual position in the world, silence is 
timidly resorted to. Even the most atrocious 
mistreatment of the Jews in the Nazi con- 
quered countries is not mentioned by England 
because such mention may be used by Goeb- 
bels as proof of “Jewish Domination.” Presi- 
dent Roosevelt, who strongly reacted to the 
shooting of 100 hostages in France, and may 
have been instrumental in saving the lives of 
the other 100 awaiting death for the same 
“crime”, keeps mum about an infinitely larger 
number of Jews daily tortured and sent to 
death into the over-crowded Ghettoes of 
Poland. 

It is this state of mind which leads politicians 
in London and Washington to prevent the forma- 
tion of a Jewish Army which might give the Nazis 
a splendid opportunity to intensify their outcry about 
the “Jewishness” of the present war. 

Examining these three fundamental objections, 
we may state that the first—‘‘we don’t need a Jew- 
ish Army”—lost most of its justification in the course 
of the war. The second objection could be eliminated 
were we to consent to a Jewish Army not necessarily 
bound to any specific country. The most formidable 
obstacle to the creation of a Jewish Army is the fear 
of Nazi propaganda which is reputedly most success- 
ful when appealing to anti-Jewish prejudices. 

Before dealing with the latter aspect of the prob- 
lem, let us examine the relationship between the pro- 
posed Jewish Army and our claims on Palestine. I do 
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not believe that anybody will suspect me of being a 
bad Zionist, and yet I cannot see why the demand for 
a Jewish Army must be formally bound up with the 
defense of Palestine. The Nazi menace is not a 
Zionist problem. The Yishuv of Palestine is in no 
greater danger than the Jewish communities in other 
countries affected by Nazi aggression. I can well 
imagine Jews who are, fore one reason or another, 
opposed to Zionism, and are nevertheless ardent 
supporters of the plan for a Jewish Army. The 
danger of annihilation confronts all of us, and the 
simple instinct of self-preservation is a sufficient rea- 
son for our active participation in the struggle against 
Nazism. 

A Jewish Army, even if not organized for the 
definite purpose of defending Palestine, would greatly 
strengthen our position in the Promised Land. This 
would be the general outcome of the increased respect 
to be won by the Jewish people through distinct and 
voluntary participation in the present war, even 
though the fulfillment of our supreme duty is not 
conditional on such special reward. 

A Jewish Army would be a sizable contribution 
to Britain’s fighting forces. But the fact remains 
that England needs it less urgently than we, Jews, 
do. We need a Jewish Army to save our honor, and 
to preserve our feeling of human and national dig- 
nity. I do not believe that such a moral duty can 
become a successful’ instrument for political bargain- 
ing. We have many just claims, and grievances. We 
must, however, wait with their presentation for the 
better world which will certainly emerge from the 
present war, after a Nazi defeat. 

Certain Zionist leaders reject the idea of an “inter- 
national” Jewish army. They say that no army can 
exist without a definite country to defend. 

Under normal circumstances this might be cor- 
rect. But Jews present an abnormal case. We aspire 
to normalcy, and this is one of the raisons d'etre of 
Zionism. But we cannot substitute our aspirations for 
actual realities. Hitler does not persecute us because 
we are building a National Home in Palestine. We 
are being persecuted as a world-wide minority group, 
as an “international nation.” This term may sound 
paradoxical but it is still the actual truth. Our 
answer to Hitler’s challenge must therefore corre- 
spond to its world-wide character. A Jewish Army 
may, for practical purposes, be based on Palestine, 
but parts of it may be trained in Canada, in England, 
and even in the United States. 

In addition we must not lose sight of the practical 
realities of the Palestine problem. I am firmly con- 
vinced that England will be forced by the logic of 
events to revise radically its present Palestine policy, 
but this will not be done until victory in this war will 
become certain. Should we stubbornly insist on a 
Palestinian Jewish Army, the most we may get would 
be a promise of two Palestinian Armies of equal 
force: a Jewish and an Arab one. This would not be 
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a practical solution. Even were we to accept such a 
plan, the British would not trust a Palestinian Arab 
Army, and the Arabs themselves are not eager to 
fight for democracy. 


ET US NOW ASSUME THAT THE BRITISH MILI- 

tary leaders are ready to abandon the haughty, 
short-sighted policy, which deprived them of effective 
support of their natural Allies in the East, and the 
Jews, on their part, are ready to sever the Palestine 
problem from their demand of a Jewish Army. What 
then? 

In such a case we would still be faced with the re- 
luctance of the British leaders to undertake anything 
which might give Hitler’s propagandists grounds to 
rave about the “Jewish War.” From this superficial 
point of view, a Jewish Army may appear loaded with 
dynarnite. 

I am strongly convinced, however, that this point 
of view is based on false premises. It is easy to demon- 
strate that a Jewish Army would in no way serve Nazi 
propaganda purposes. It would, on the contrary, 
gteatly weaken the force of the Nazi campaign 
about the “Jewish War.” 


Even a superficial acquaintance with Hitler’s propa- 
ganda methods shows that the “Jews” used by the 
Nazis to poison the minds of prejudiced people, are 
not the actual Jews of to-day. They are not the 16 
or 17 million people scattered all over the world. 
They are a mysterious, super-natural force, bound 
by secret ties, and strengthened by the blind alleg- 
iance of millions who do not even belong to their 
race. Anything which would dispel the sinister mys- 
tery built up about the Jews and present them in the 
light of simple human realities would be a blow to 
the Nazi legend of “International Jewry.” A Jewish 
Army of 100,000 which would rank far below the 
immense forces of Russia and England, would effec- 
tively undermine the Nazi argument about a “Jewish 
War.” The moment the Jews are classified with the 
Poles, Czechs and Norwegians as a component part 
of the anti Nazis forces, they can no longer be pictured 
as the paramount power which controls the whole 
democratic front. But the absence of a fighting Jew- 
ish Army when Jews are such a prominent target of 
Hitler’s aggression, supplies the seemingly logical 
basis for the legend of a mysterious Jewish force 
which lurks behind and directs all of his opponents. 

The creation of a Jewish Army would likewise 
offset the Nazi propaganda in another very important 
aspect. With all the talk about a “Jewish War” the 
Nazis never ascribe to us an eagerness to fight our- 
selves. Their usual outcry is that Jews are inciting the 
poor, beguiled Gentiles to do the fighting. They 
themselves manage to remain “in their banks and 
businesses counting the bloody war-profits.” 

The moment the Nazis were confronted with Jew- 
ish eagerness to fight, they would have to classify 
them as a “virile people,” possessing the fighting 
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spirit which is the highest quality of a human being 
according to their own philosophy. With all their 
ability to distort facts, they would find much difficulty 
in reconciling their own picture of “Jewish coward- 
ice” with the existence of a sizable army of Jewish 
volunteers. One may therefore rest assured that in 
case of a Jewish army is formed, the Nazis would 
not dignify it with too much publicity. 


| pense IS ONE COUNTRY WHERE JEWS ARE NOT 
content with fulfilling their duty as individuals, 
and stress their interest in this war as a national 
group. This country is Palestine. In spite of the cold 
shoulder given by the British to the Jewish proposal 
of an army, the Yishuv is conducting a campaign for 
volunteers as an organized community, fully aware of 
its collective destiny and responsibility. While there 
is no conscription in Palestine, the Jewish community 
there does not rely on the initiative of individuals. 
It recruits its young men in a planned fashion. Up 
to September 1941, the Yishuv already recruited 
11,000 volunteers to the British ranks in the East, 
and a new campaign for 10,000 men is now nearing 
successful conclusion. 21,000 volunteers for a com- 
munity of 525,000 people is an amazing achieve- 
ment. I doubt whether any of the British dominions 
exceeded this proportion of volunteers. 

Were the shining example of Palestine emulated 
by other Jewish communities which are not yet in 
the clutches of Nazi conquerors, a Jewish Army 
would become a fact in spite of the doubts still linger- 
ing in British minds. The phenomenon of thousands 
of Jewish young men eager to join the active forces 
fighting the enemies of their people, and of humanity 
in general, and insisting on their right to do it as a 
distinct group, would give the demand for a Jewish 
Army a new and irresistible power. 

Speaking on Jewish communities outside Pales- 
tine we must give full attention to the United States. 
The objection, that America is not yet in the war, and 
a recruiting campaign for a Jewish Army would be 
an unpatriotic step, cannot be accepted as valid. Pre- 
cisely because America is not yet ready, psycholog- 
ically at least, for an active fight against the Nazis, it 
can have no objections against individual citizens 
entering the struggle without waiting for the country 
as a whole. The old prohibition of recruiting for 
foreign armies is dead, even if there is still such a 
provision somewhere in the statute books. Even 
American soldiers are being released from the army 
when they express their willingness to go to Canada 
to join the British forces. 

The other much misused argument, that Jewish 
eagerness to fight Nazism would strengthen the prop- 
aganda against us as ‘“war-mongers” likewise became 
obsolete in the light of developments. The over- 
whelming majority of the American people will not 
consider as “war mongers” young people who are 
willing to fight for their convictions. The small 
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minority, which is under the definite influence of the 
pro-Nazi propaganda, will never be satisfied with 
anything we do or don’t do. Americans on the border 
line, whose minds are still open to various influences, 
including an appeal to anti-Jewish prejudices, would 
be favorably impressed by the sight of Jews offering 
their own lives to fight against their enemies. The 
spirit of sportmanship, which is still alive among the 
great masses of our Gentile fellow citizens, will be 
drawn sympathetically towards such a courageous 
step. The usual propaganda about “war-mongering” 
pictures us in a totally different way. 

I believe that the real obstacles to a successful 
volunteering campaign in this country are not legal 
or political objections concerning our relation with 
other groups of America’s population, but the state 
of mind of our own Jewish youth which did not grasp 
yet the full significance of this war and its bearing on 
their future and existence. Nothing was done up to 
now to awaken our youth to the full menace of Hitler- 
ism, and to imbue it with a new spirit of self-defense 
and sacrifice. We cannot, however, dodge our duty 
by simply declaring that our youth is not ready. We 
must find effective ways and means of reaching even 
the most backward, the most egotistic or assimilated 
strata of our youth, and penetrate their souls with 
the deep feeling of human dignity and Jewish pride, 
which must not allow the Hitler challenge to go 
unanswered. This can be done. 
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COLLEGE IN OUR TOWN 


by Louis A. Wincett 


N 1847 THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

built a college. It was a time of expanding fron- 
tiers and expanding ideas, and the relation between 
democracy and an educated populace began to be 
appreciated. An all-scholarship college came into 
being. 

Today the College of the City of New York (C.C.- 
N.Y.) is the largest and most important all-scholar- 
ship school on the continent. The entrance require- 
ments are, naturally, higher than those of any other 
college or university in America. The only recognized 
authority in the field, classes City College as second 
only to Harvard in academic standards, and students 
from the College are outstanding in post-graduate 
schools all over the country. 

This, then, is the triumph of rational democracy, 
of the spirit of learning and liberalism. Those who 
are capable of profiting by a college education are 
given that education regardless of race, color, or 
religious beliefs—regardless of economic status. The 
education is given to them free of all charge by the 
people of the City of New York who realize that they 
will be better citizens because they will be more com- 
petent citizens, andthe country will profit. 


That is the theory. When the College was founded, 
almost one hundred years ago, the attainment of the 
goals seemed remote. Today they have, academically, 
been reached. There is no student body more intelli- 
gent than the five or six thousand young men in 
regular session at City College. Citizenship is a hard 
thing to measure, but certainly the civil service eligi- 
bility lists, established by difficult competitive exam- 
inations, are stocked with City College students. Yet, 
somehow, in the hundred years that have passed, the 
ideal was distorted. City College has become the poor 
man’s college, the Jews’ college, the Hull House of 
higher education. 


Because no fees are charged, no student is barred 
from City College on economic grounds. A weighted 
high school average of well above eighty per cent 
is all that is needed for entry. In actual practice, 
most of the students who can meet the requirements 
of City College, but can also meet the fees of the 
more usual colleges go elsewhere. There are quite 
a few who forego “college life” for educational values 
but, by and large, the students of the College are 
drawn from the lower middle class and the city 
proletariat. A surprisingly large minority of the 
students are drawn from homes where there is still 
little understanding of Anglo-Saxon culture and life. 
Whether or not the parents are versed in Jewish or 
European culture, there are few sympathetic bonds 
built up around a common sphere of interests with 
their children. The usual conflict between the first 


(foreign) generation and the second (transitionary) 
generation, which has no respect for the attributes 
and point of view of the old, and cannot find itself 
properly in the new, distorts the student’s outlook in- 
side the college and out. 

Thus City College has become a class college, but 
the obverse of a Harvard or a Yale. The average City 
College student is uncouth, gauche, and completely 
unsubtle in his approach to learning. The opening 
lecture in every Sociology class begins, “At Columbia, 
wearing a tie is a mos, at City College it is a folkway.” 
But the absence of a tie, or a shave, or 4 suit-coat are 
merely external evidences of something deeper. An- 
other evidence is the fact that at no other institution 
of higher learning is there a course, compulsory for 
all students, in the rudiments of the pronunciation of 
the English language. There is a surprisingly large 
speech clinic for those who do not know how to make 
themselves understood beyond the Borough of Brook- 
lyn, and an almost equally large remedial English 
clinic, where American-born college students are 
steered away from complete ignorance of the correct 
use of the language. 

The most important characteristic of City College 
as a Class college is that it represents, or is thought to 
represent, escape from that class. To the boys from 
East Bronx, the College is much more than an educa- 
tional institution, it is Horatio Alger. It is a means to 
security and prestige and the dream of ragged little 
boys come true. An entering student will survey the 
market before choosing his courses; the last two 
entering classes have shown a tremendous rise in the 
enrolment of the School of Technology, because of 
the defense boom, and a corresponding decrease in 
the other schools. It is unlikely that the defense boom 
will last until they are graduated: A new crop of 


_ Phi Beta Kappas will then swamp the shipping clerk 


market. 

Because college means so much to them, they 
gtasp. The wild scramble for education is pathetic 
to see. There is no time for extra-curricular activities 
(excepting a part-time job) and the library is so 
crammed with students, any afternoon, that it smells 
like a gymnasium. There is no attempt at co-ordinat- 
ing this learning; it is just stuffed into the mind as 
into some garbage can. 

Economic security is all, and higher education is 
important only in that it may, or should, provide it. 
This is the real reason so many City College gradu- 
ates are on the civil service lists. From personal 
observation I would say that here, as at no other 
college, the civil service examinations attract the best 
minds, the most capable students. And the reading of 
civil service examination announcements has become 
a holy ritual in many classes. 
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F YOU WERE TO ASK ANY HELL’S KITCHEN IRISH- 

man what word came into his mind at the mention 
of City College, he would probably answer, “Jews,” 
or some less flattering synonym. With the possible 
exception of Yeshiva College, no undergraduate insti- 
tution in the country has so large a proportion of 
Jewish students. Perhaps the presence of so many of 
them in an all-scholarship school is a compliment 
to our much-belabored but illustrious race. 

The Jewish students live in a fools’ paradise and 
when other contacts throw them up against different 
ideas and strange prejudices, they take ridiculous 
intellectual flight and come back to school espousing 
a doctrine. Their fellow-students also come from im- 
migrant homes, or from Negro homes, with an inter- 
sprinkling of older Americans and one lineal descend- 
ant of Cotton Mather. During the extremely forma- 
tive college period, the Jewish boys are given no 
Opportunity to adjust themselves to the world in 
which they will have to live. It is pathetic to see 
their pained surprise when they find that in many jobs 
a City College baccalaureate is actually a handicap. 

As Jews, the Jewish students of City College pre- 
sent an even more inchoate and bewildering mass 
than the Jewry of New York City from whose loins 
they sprang. Most of them possess no positive Jewish 
values at all. Many of them have an actual aver- 
sion to all Jewishness. At a meeting of one of the 
clubs at the College, someone suggested that the audi- 
torium of the Jewish Theological Seminary might be 
available for a social event they were planning. 
Before he had a chance to expound the merits of the 
auditorium, one of the members, whose physical 
appearance and speech pattern preclude forever his 
hiding his racial identity, got up and said that he 
would be ashamed to take a girl to the Jewish Theo- 
logical Seminary. Enough of the Jewish students 
agreed with him (none of the Gentile boys objected ) 
for the plan to be voted down. This is a minor 
incident, but indicative of a general attitude. 


City College is, so far as I have been able to 
ascertain, the only American college that has a sizable 
Betar (Zionist Revisionist youth) group. Not long 
ago the bulletin board of Betar proclaimed to all that 
Avukah was Communist, and the Avukah bulletin 
board insisted that Betar was fascist. This little 
quarrel seemed to be the chief activity of the two 
organizations for quite a while. These two, and 
Menorah, the third specifically Jewish organization 
on the campus, are not strong. They are handicapped 
by the fact that all societies, no matter around what 
interest they are organized, meet at the same hour on 
the same day of the week, with no lectures scheduled 
for that period, and academic or political groups draw 
the majority. They are even more handicapped by 
general apathy. 

As for the people of the City of New York, those 


far-sighted idealists who made all this possible, many 
of them would just as soon have the place razed to 
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the ground; few of them can boast of any intelligent 
ideas about the place. Most of them think of it as a 
free school, a charitable institution. As a public insti- 
tution it is open to the irresponsible sniping of the 
sensationalist press and the opportunism of political 
hacks. 

Any letters to the editor in the Daily News, or 
the Journal and American that deal with City College 
shout about the fact that the college is free. In pro- 
nouncing sentence on a student from Hunter College, 
the City College’s sister-institution, who had been dis- 
tributing handbills of some sort, the magistrate 
opined sagely that she was getting her education for 
nothing and should be more grateful to the system 
that made it possible. Even student grievances usually 
simmer down to: “What do you want for nothing?” 
Yet this is the outstanding all-scholarship school on 
the North American continent, perhaps in the world. 


Absolutely free of any charge, the people of the 
City of New York have given these outstanding 
students a school consisting of four overcrowded 
buildings woefully lacking in educational and sani- 
tary facilities, understaffed by fairly capable men, 
and circumscribed by political interference. The 
crowded, unhealthy, roach-infested lunchroom is fin- 
ally being rebuilt, but stupid planning postponed 
beginning the work until the summer was half over 
and students now eat their bologna sandwiches in 
the street. 

The administrative staff is too small and irritable 
and contemptuous of the students. The students are 
ill-bred and grab printed announcements the way 
they do mathematics. The queue is more character- 
istic of City College than it was of Moscow, 1920. 
The appropriate conditioning results. A member of 
the office staff told me that one time, when he was 
handing out graduation diplomas he found a fresh- 
man facing his window. He asked him what he 
wanted, and the following conversation resulted: 

“What have you got?” 

“What do you mean, what have we got?” 

“Aren’t you handing out something?” 

“We are handing out diplomas.” 

“Oh. I just saw a line so I got on the end of it.” 


HE ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF HAS A GREAT MANY 

faults, but these stem from the fact that it is 
woefully harassed, so it is perhaps not fair to dwell 
on them. 

The instructional staff is, on the whole, capable, 
and includes several brilliant minds. A few of the 
older men are left over from the days when City 
College had no real reputation in the academic world, 
and instructors were hard to find even for the good 
schools. Today that has changed. The most promis- 
ing graduates of the College, especially in the social 
sciences, can get fellowships which will take them to 
their master’s degree at Columbia University (twenty 
blocks away) in return for teaching a few elementary 
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classes. Then the most promising of these are added 
to the permanent instructional staff. 

Here, too, there is deplorable understaffing. No 
other college of any standing imposes such a teaching 
load on its staff. Intimate contact between instructor 
and student, the only basic difference between college 
and high school, is impossible. The instructor has not 
the time, nor, usually, the place. There are a few 
other faults. The regulation that chairmen of depart- 
ments be elected gives rise to a great deal of political 
maneuvering, especially in the larger departments; 
another regulation that only instructors who have re- 
ceived their doctor’s degree receive civil service tenure 
has hindered the advance of several capable men who 
had more important work to do than go through 
the formality of getting another degree. Instructors 
who receive civil service tenure cannot be dismissed 
without an open trial. This is a long, complicated, 
unsavory process that the officers of the College prefer 
to avoid. 

Then there is the political vulnerability of City 
College. Its appropriation is the first item on the city 
budget to be hacked. Every now and again, Mayor 
LaGuardia makes a tour of the College ordering 
telephones torn out and work of some kind stopped. 
The school is full of instances where foolish economy 
has led to inefficiency and waste. 

The Bertrand Russell case, where a Brooklyn 
housewife got a judge to rescind Russell’s appoint- 
ment to the faculty, is a telling example of the Col- 
lege’s vulnerability. The Rapp-Coudert investigation, 
which, no matter what we may think of the question 
of Communists on the instructional staff, is beyond 
any shadow of doubt a vote-getting witch-hunt by a 
few members of the state legislature, is another ex- 
ample. Surprisingly enough, many anti-Communist 
liberals who condemn the Dies Committee supported 
the Rapp-Coudert investigation. 

Coming back to our hypothetical Irishman from 
Hell’s Kitchen, if we were to ask his wife what word 
came to her mind when someone mentioned City 
College, her answer would be “Red.” City College 
is known throughout the country as a Communist 
school—a Communist-Jew school, if we must be 
exact. 

The membership of the Communist Party among 
City College students will, of course, forever be a 
secret. There was a time, however, when a great 
many of the students were sympathizers. The Amer- 
ican Student Union, an obvious Communist-front 
organization, was once extremely strong at the Col- 
lege. According to ‘the well-known pattern, the 
members got themselves into influential positions and 
hanged Trotsky through the campus paper. Since 
the Nazi-Soviet pact, the A.S.U. has waned consider- 
ably, and their new “V for Victory” is not enabling 
them to recoup as much as they expected. 

The Communists at the College have a great many 
allies who are, paradoxically enough, anti-Commu- 
nist. These are the unintelligent radicals who come 
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from homes where there is a little bit of the old 
Socialist or trade-union tradition. They come to the 
College grasping after this radicalism just as as they 
grasp at everything else. Conditions that have already 
been described intensify their radicalism and deprive 
it of its last bit of rationality. If City College does not 
mean economic security, then the millenium shall. 
They are anti-Communist in that they do not like 
the Communists. They do, however, co-operate with 
them, and, what is more important, they have accept- 
ed the thousand little fictions by which the Commu- 
nists keep in existence. 


They firmly believe in Russia, in the Red Army, 
in the decadence of the capitalist-imperialist powers. 
They thirik that “V for Voroshilov” is not a funny 
remark but a fascist plot, and stoutly maintain the 
right of Communists to teach in the schools. They 
demonstrated against the Selective Service Law and 
the Lend-Lease Act. They now believe in a strong 
army and navy and all-out aid to Soviet Russia, China, 
and even bloody, imperialist, Downing Street, Mun- 
ich Britain. They are convinced, however, that 
Churchill is going to sell out the Russians. They read 
In Fact and used to read Friday and are forever buying 
pamphlets and signing petitions. 

And yet, they do not like Communists or Commu- 
nism. I cannot explain this; I can only report it. 

With the help of this crowd, the Communists and 
the fellow-travelers manage to remain the most 
vociferous group in the College. But Communist 
influence is waning; the fellow-travelers are desert- 
ing. Yet nearly everyone in the College maintains a 
distinct political attitude on the subject. (The con- 
fused ones just mentioned are the bulwark of the 
pro-Communist group, although they do very little 
of the talking.) During the Rapp-Coudert investiga- 
tion, one of the newspapers sent down a reporter who 
found that the students were more interested in 
amalgamating with Hunter College and becoming 
co-educational, or getting the cockroaches out of the 
lunchroom, or having doors put on the toilet stalls, 
than they were in intetnational questions. In almost 
two years of intimate contact with City College, I 
heard these matters causally mentioned a few times, 
but political issues were argued everywhere. 

The stock student answer to the accusation that 
the school is Communist, consists of the fact that 
City College has the largest voluntary R.O.T.C. unit 
in the country. This is an obviously unsatisfactory 
answer. I understand that there was a time when 
there were enough radicals in the R.O.T.C. to publish 
a paper of their own. This sphere of Communist in- 
fluence shrivelled along with the others when the 
halcyon days of United Front ended. But, before the 
German invasion of Russia, I heard the following 
snatch of a conversation between two R.O.T.C. cadets, 
in uniform: 


“. .. Do you mean to tell me that you would not 
defend America?” 
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The other hesitated a moment and replied, “Not 
capitalist America.” 

As someone succinctly remarked when he saw the 
bespectacled, undernourished and drooping City Col- 
lege R.O.T.C. pass by in review: “Thank God for 
the Navy!” 

Like the school at large, the R.O.T.C. has its left- 
wingers and its right-wingers, but the majority does 
not care a hoot either way. Both the school and the 
officers’ training corps are large enough to have a 
large number of fellow-travelers, a sizable group of 
their opponents, and still leave the majority indiffer- 
ent. The large enrolment in the R.O.T.C. is easy to 
explain. Once more the City College students are 
looking for security. If they are going to be drafted, 
they want to go as offcers. 


OST AMERICANS KNOW CITY COLLEGE AL- 
though they do not realize it. Campus fashions 

in Collier’s Magazine and the Universal Newsreel 
are always taken against the background of the 
school. This short sketch has been intended to take 
a handful behind the gargoyled, Gothic walls. None 
of the material has been based on scientific survey, 
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and little on official figures. All of it has been derived 
from extended personal observation. 

It would be ridiculous to pretend that all City 
College students fit the pattern described here. It 
may be presuming to say that the majority do. This 
much is certain, City College has a name and these 
are the students that have given it that name. In six 
years, City College will be one hundred years old. 
It is older than Chicago, it is older than Stanford, than 
most American colleges. Where these have fos- 
tered tradition and created it artificially, City College 
has ignored it. Today students scoff at the foolish 
sentimentalism of the class of 1875 that donated a 
cup to be given to the class of 1975. 

Perhaps another hundred years will tone down the 
roughness and smooth out the sharp edges. Perhaps 
the children of today’s graduates will be less forced 
to adopt the narrow attitude their parents did. Per- 
haps the years to come will see students and public 
alike take a more intelligent attitude toward what is 
potentially America’s outstanding institution of learn- 
ing. But today City College stands unique among 
America’s institutions of higher learning. Uniqueness 
is not always an asset. 








JEWISH WAR EFFORT IN PALESTINE 


by David Ben-Gurion 


N CONSIDERING THE WAR EFFORT OF PALESTINE 
it has to be borne in mind that in this gigantic 
struggle no single country, certainly no small country, 
can have a decisive influence. Palestine is a small 
country. But the Middle East, which played an im- 
portant part earlier in this war, may become again a 
war theatre of the greatest importance. Palestine, 
though the smallest of the Middle Eastern countries, 
has a unique value for Britain in that part of the world 
for two reasons: 
(a) Its central geographical position in relation 
to Egypt to the South, Syria and Turkey to the 
North, Iraq and Iran to the East, and the Medi- 
terrean to the West. 
(b) The fact that it provides Britain, in the 
Jewish National Home, with a trusted ally, 
and a considerable war-potential, both in men 
and material. 

It may be remarked that at the outbreak of the war 
Great Britain had three formal Allies in the Middle 
East; Egypt, Iraq and Turkey. All of these were 
bound to her by treaty and might have been expected 
to fight on her side. So far not a single soldier from 
any of them is fighting for the Allied cause. Egypt 
remains neutral, even under Axis attack, and constant 
danger of invasion; Iraq has taken up arms on the 
wrong side, and has had to be reconquered. The only 


country in the Middle East which has so far given 
any active help at all to the British War effort is 
Western Palestine—i.e. mainly Jewish Palestine. 
From this strip of land, 10,000 Jews are serving in 
different units of the land, sea and air forces of the 
British Empire in the Middle East. They have taken 
part in the campaigns of Libya, Egypt, Greece, Crete 
and Syria. The Jewish economy of Palestine has set 
itself to supply the army with the necessary indispen- 
sable services, and has devoted to these ends its special 
advantages in connection with the war effort: (a) a 
supply of modern technicians and skilled labor; (b) 
a number of modern plants; (c) scientific institutions 
of European standards; (d) capital brought in by 
immigrants for the expansion of agricultural and 
industrial enterprises. It has one other unique asset 
from the war point of view. Among the recent immi- 
grants into Palestine there are many who have a thor- 
ough knowledge of the industrial life of enemy coun- 
tries—Germany, Austria, Italy, Czechoslovakia, etc. 
They had even much information about military in- 
ventions and military preparations. This information 
was collated and sifted, and eventually found its way 
through the appropriate channels, to the Admiralty, 
the Air Ministry, the War Office, and the Ministry 
of Economic Warfare. 
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Economic Contribution to the War Effort 


Ever since the outbreak of the war the Jewish 
Agency realized that it was of the utmost importance 
that the Palestine economy should be placed on a war 
footing; that the production of foodstuffs should be 
so far as possible expanded to meet the needs of the 
military, etc. It was important that military supplies 
should be available there in order to save both time 
and shipping space. It was specially important to pro- 
vide the army in the Middle East with certain urgent- 
ly needed goods and accessories whose transport from 
England would have been too slow for military exig- 
encies. The same applies to repairs, which by the 
nature of the work, had to be done on the spot. 

Unfortunately the industrial effort of Jewish Pales- 
tine has had to be made without Government assis- 
tance, and (at the beginning of the war) even in spite 
of some obstruction from the Palestine Administra- 
tion. So our economic effort began in the face of 
such difficulties as serious shortage of raw materials. 
The military authorities, happily, unlike the civil 
adiainistration, were constantly helpful. 

Jewish economic war effort has been concentrated 
in four main branches: agriculture, industry, trans- 
port, and public works for the army. As regards the 
first, we have produced far more milk, eggs, vege- 
tables than before the war, and have increased the 
irrigated area devoted to mixed farming. In the indus- 
trial field, existing plants have been expanded, and a 
number of new industrial enterprises established to 
meet military needs. Some indication of the growth 
of industry in Palestine may be obtained from the 
increased figures for electrical power consumption. In 
the first 3 months of 1939, 5,000,000 KWH were 
consumed; in the same period of 1941 the figure was 
8,500,000 KWH. Since that time, Jewish indus- 
try has supplied to the army alone upwards of 
$8,000,000 worth of goods (half of these orders 
were placed only after the beginning of 1941). It 
was of real importance for the military that such in- 
dustrial machinery was available to serve its needs, 
immediately behind the front, and that reserves of 
highly skilled labor were also available, particularly 
for special jobs the importance of which from a mili- 
tary point of view cannot be measured in terms of 
money. 

The military operations in Egypt and Syria made it 
necessary to requisition a considerable proportion of 
the motorcars in Palestine. The Jewish Agency and 
the Jewish community of Palestine lent their full 
support to the mobilization of these vehicles and 
their drivers. With the help of the Transport Com- 
mittee of the Jewish Agency, during the three months 
April—July, 1941, 500 vehicles were requisitioned 
and placed at the disposal of the army, and a large 
number of drivers were also enlisted to help in army 
transport services. 

The stationing in Palestine of numerous Army 
Units, and the defense fortification work required, 





called for very extensive public works, including the 
building of camps, the erection of fortifications, the 
building of hospitals, construction of roads, etc. Many 
of these works had to be completed on very short 
notice, and it was fortunate that a large Jewish labor 
force, skilled in building and constructional work and 
organized in a special contracting organization—the 
Solel Boneh—was on the spot and proved equal to 
the most exacting tasks, which it carried through 
to the full satisfaction of the military authorities. The 
fortification works in the North of Palestine deserve 
special notice. On an average from 8,000 to 10,000 
Jewish workers, a considerable proportion of them 
skilled in building and road work, together with the 
necessary staff of engineers, technicians, etc. were 
employed on military public works, and this at 
a time when thousands of Jews were already enlisted 
in the Army. 


Scientific Contribution 


Immediately on the outbreak of war, the Hebrew 
University communicated with the appropriate auth- 
orities offering the services of its scientific staff in the 
furtherance of the war effort. Special reference 
should be made to the facilities afforded by the 
Departments of Chemistry, Biology, Physics, Bacteri- 
ology, Hygiene, Parasitology, and the Medical Labo- 
ratories. The University arranged courses for medical 
officers of the British and Australian Forces, under 
Professor Saul Adler of the Department of Parasit- 
ology, and also, in conjunction with the Hadassah 
Hospital, a course in war surgery and camp sanitation 
for military physicians. Sera against typhoid and 
other diseases have been provided and arrangements 
made by the Hospital for immediate medical aid in 
the event of attack from the air. The Metereological 
Laboratory of the University has supplied the Milit- 
ary authorities with air data for weather reports cov- 
ering the area between the Caucasus mountains and 
Lower Egypt. The Department of Physical Chemis- 
try has acted as an advistory committee to the Jewish 
Agency in questions concerning chemical industry. 

The Hebrew Technical Institute in Haifa has been 
cooperating, since the outbreak of the war, with the 
Royal Engineers in the Northern District in the test- 
ing of construction materials, and has carried out all 
kinds of research work for the army. The electrical 
laboratories build and repair instruments and 
motors for the Army and Navy as well as for indus- 
tries supplying the troops. 

The Daniel Sieff Institute in Rehovot has intensi- 
fied its research work in chemo-therapy, with a view 
to developing processes enabling Palestine to manu- 
facture important drugs previously imported from 
enemy countries. This research has been highly suc- 
cessful. The Institute and the University have both 
been engaged in the development and manufacture 
of synthetic vitamins, needed by the civilian popula- 
tion as well as by the troops. 
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Contribution in Man-power 


At the outbreak of the war the Jewish Agency 
issued a call for general registration for National Ser- 
vice. 80,000 men and 50,000 women between the 
ages of 18 and 50 responded to that call. The greater 
part of the men of military age expressed their readi- 
ness for military service. The Jewish Agency then 
offered to the Government, in Jerusalem and in Lon- 
don, to form Jewish units for service with the British 
Army. Under the Chamberlain Government these 
offers were rejected out of hand. The Palestine 
Administration seemed scarcely to know there was a 
war On, its main attention being devoted to obstruct- 
ing the growth of the Jewish National Home. 

With the fall of the appeasement government, and 
the approach of the war to the Middle East, some 
change was noticeable. Jewish recruits were not only 
accepted but were even asked for, in growing num- 
bers, though mainly for service units, and not in com- 
batant formations. As the requirements of the war 
grew more urgent, the prejudices of the Palestine 
Administration had to give way, and the services of 
the Jews were also requested for the R. A. F., and later 
also for the infantry. In June of this year, Jewish units 
(called “Palestinians” ), to a number of some 10,000 
men, were serving with the British forces in Palestine 
and the Middle East — R. A. F., Royal Engineers, 
Pioneers, Motor Transport Units, Naval Auxiliary 
Units, Royal Artillery (A. A. Defense), and the 
Buffs (Royal East Kent Regiment). 

This is not the limit to the potential help which 
Palestine could give, either in the economic field, or 
by way of manpower. There are at least another 30,- 
000 or 40,000 young men who are eager to serve. 
The agricultural and industrial expansion of Pales- 
tine can be much further increased—and with the 
spread of the war the supply question becomes more 
and more acute. Even more does this apply to man- 
power. At present there is a lull in the war in the 
Middle East. Tomorrow we may have to face there a 
fresh onslaught from the Nazi hordes. Manpower 
may then perhaps be our main concern. Many Aus- 
tralian and New Zealand soldiers now serving in 
Palestine, who know the eagetness of the Jews there 
to fight for Britain, wonder why they should have 
been torn away from their homes and transported 
with great difficulty to the Middle East (at a time 
when Australia itself may soon be in grave danger) 
when there was already on the spot in Palestine a 
people eager to fight, who have already proved 
their value in the campaigns in which they have been 
allowed to take part. Even more do the Jews of 
Palestine wonder why their help was first completely 
rejected, and later half-heartedly and grudgingly 
accepted — never acknowledged, or recognized, or 
reciprocated. The name “Jew” is never mentioned in 
any dispatch—even when thousands of Jews have 
taken part in a battle or a campaign. 

The help which Palestine can give is, of course, 

















The League for 
Labor Palestine 


Issues a Coll 


to all liberal, progressive and 
labor elements of the American 


Jewish Community— 


Join our ranks and help rebuild 
our National Homeland in 
Palestine on a firm foundation 


of social and economic security. 


Join the League for Labor 


Palestine! 


League for Labor Palestine 
275 Seventh Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 


| want to join in your work. 
Send me particulars. 
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limited. Palestine is a small country. But besides the 
actual Palestine, there is another Palestine—the 
potential Palestine, and that has much larger possi- 
bilities. If Jewish manpower in Palestine were to be 
used to the full—and this can be done only if they are 
enabled to fight as Jews in Jewish units—then not 


VEN THE CASUAL NEWSPAPER READER KNOWS 
that it is the stubborn British resistance at be- 
sieged Tobruk which has kept the Nazi forces in 
Libya from flooding Egypt on their way to Suez. 
For Palestine Jewry Tobruk is more than the most 
vital outpost in the defense of the Middle East. It 
has become the symbol of Jewish national participa- 
tion in this war, taking its place with the bitterly 
defended fortresses of the Maccabees and Bar-Koch- 
ba. There are a number of Jewish units—hundreds 
and hundreds of Palestinian Jewish motor drivers, 
pioneers and stevedores—in the heavily bombarded 
area of 200 square miles occupied by Tobruk’s fortifi- 
cations. The drivers are doing excellent work on the 
forays into the desert and in repairing vehicles cap- 
tured from, or damaged by, the enemy. The steve- 
dores who are keeping the port open for the receipt 
of the essential supplies which can reach Tobruk in 
no other way, are almost all from Tel-Aviv, and 
Tobruk has, indeed, been jokingly called “the second 
all-Jewish port.” 
Haolam, the weekly published in Jerusalem by the 
World Zionist Organization, recently printed a letter 
from Tobruk which throws light not only on the life 


the Palestinians share there with Anzacs and British - 


troops but—even more significantly—on the motives 
which led them to volunteer and which constantly 
influence their conduct as soldiers. The young author 
of the letter describes how the garrison dug in at 
Tobruk filling innumerable sand-bags; how the en- 
emy during the first few weeks bombed them con- 
stantly—as often as twenty times a day, but was 
finally convinced of the uselessness of such tactics 
and reduced the bombings to two or three daily; 
how the port was the particular target of the air at- 
tacks but has been almost untouched and “works 
systematically and regularly.” Then, turning to his 
own experiences as a driver, he remarks that “between 
trips we have plenty of time to read and even to study,” 
and describés a journey at the rate of a mile and a half 
an hour through a blinding, impenetrable sand storm. 
“But you will not have a complete picture of our life,” 
he goes on, “unless I add a few words about our 
captain who came with us from Palestine and was 
promoted to his present rank in Libya. His dignity, 
his loyalty and the care he takes of us all, have made 











AS A NATION FIGHTS 


by Shulamith Schwartz 
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only the Jews of Palestine but also those of other 
neutral countries and especially of the United States, 
would come in large numbers to join their Pales- 
tinian fellows and fight in the Middle East or where- 
ever else they may be needed. 

London, September 1941. 


us love and respect him. I cannot forget something 
he said to us at one of our Friday night gatherings: 
“We as Jewish soldiers have a double task. We must 
help to defeat the common enemy, but, in addition 
to that, we must by exemplary conduct and courage 
earn the respect of all the non-Jewish units. Our 
national status is not like theirs: We are still build- 
ing our homeland. We must remember our people’s 
goal in whatever we do, and we must be careful 
never to allow any disparity between our goal and 
our actions’. This is how our captain and we feel.” 
The words spoken in Tobruk that Friday night are 
an echo of one of the basic issues in Zionism today. 
It is because “our national status is not like theirs” 
that the Zionist leadership has been doubly eager to 
have Jewish Palestine make as large a contribution as 
possible to the British war effort and it is because 
they “remember our people’s goal” that so many 
thousands of young Palestinian Jews have volun- 
teered and fought with extraordinary heroism in the 
forces of a country whose representatives in Palestine 
are still enforcing the provisions of the White Paper 
of May 1939. In other words, it is the battle for 
Jewish national survival as well as the battle against 
Hitler that the Yishuv is fighting under the guidance 
of the Jewish Agency. The same theme repeats 
itself everywhere—in the appeals for volunteers at 
recruiting rallies, in newspaper editorials and articles, 
in farewell addresses to troops leaving for the front, 
in letters, like the typical one here quoted, from the 
soldiers themselvs. Briefly summarized, the burden 
is always something like this: “Jews have been at- 
tacked by Hitler not as individuals but as members 
of a people, and we must fight against Hitler as a 
people. The Yishuv is the Jewish nation in embryo, 
the beginnings of the reborn Jewish commonwealth. 
Therefore, whether or not our aid is solicited and 
given due recognition, we of the Yishuv must, not 
only individually but collectively, as a nation, do 
whatever we can to fight the Nazi power. Our 
volunteers represent the entire Jewish people, for 
they are the only Jews free to act as Jews and able to 
demonstrate that we are a living people, capable 
of participating in the struggle against our greatest 
enemy and capable of solving our problem on a 
national basis once victory has been achieved.” 
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Unless the organized, national character of the 
Yishuv’s relation to the war is understood, it is im- 
possible to comprehend what is happening in Pales- 
tine today. Had the British Government accepted 
the Agency's offer of a Jewish armed force of many 
tens of thousands of men, an offer made at the very 
beginning of the war, it would have tacitly acknowl- 
edged the national status of the Jewish people and 
its special relation to Palestine. The Chamberlain 
government rejected the offer outright; under the 
Churchill government Jewish recruits to the British 
Middle Eastern army are accepted and asked for, but 
there is still no distinct Jewish force and even when 
military dispatches describe and commend the work 
of thousands of Jews in a battle or campaign, they 
invariably call the Jews by the non-commital name 
of “Palestinians.” This grudging acceptance of Jew- 
ish military aid has naturally not made it easier for 


the Agency and Vaad Leumi to call for volunteers,. 


and many thousands have held back in anticipation 
of eventual British acceptance of the Jewish force 
offered by the Agency. The fact that almost 12,000 
have already volunteered and that a new campaign 
is now being energetically carried on for 10,000 
more recruits, is evidence of a national idealism all 
the more impressive because it is based on the realiza- 
tion that “the non-recognition of the Yishuv’s rights 
by others does not exempt the Yishuv from the ful- 
fillment of its obligation towards itself as the Jewish 
nation.” 


The fight for Jewish national rights has become so 
inextricably intertwined with the fight against Hitler 
that the Jewish Agency is attempting to enforce con- 
scription in Palestine of all unmarried men between 
the ages of twenty and thirty. It goes without saying 
that the Agency has no legal power to carry out a 
draft. It has none of the powers of a sovereign state. 
The only taxes it can levy are voluntary; the laws 
and regulations it makes can be enforced only by 
moral sanctions and the cooperation of the commun- 
ity. Yet, for all that, its power over Palestinian 
Jewish development is so great and its organization 
so comprehensive that even the Palestine Royal 
Commission of 1937 described it as “amounting in 
fact to a Government existing side-by-side with the 
Mandatory Government.” For a large majority of 
the Yishuv, the Agency represents the power that 
selected them for the certificates which made their 
entrance to Palestine possible; that trained them for 
Palestine while they were still in their native coun- 
tries; that settled so many of them on nationally 
owned land, or gave them such land for the estab- 
lishment of factories or often of “middle-class vil- 
lages;” that provides public work projects during 
times of unemployment and arbitrates an increas- 
ingly large number of labor disputes; that subsidizes 
the children’s schooling and makes possible the ful 
fillment of the elementary requirements of +elf-de- 
fense. Even in spheres usually considered to be the 
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monopoly of private initiative, the Agency plays an 
important role. The Palestine administration has 
done very, very little to encourage the growth of in- 
dustry in the country, while in the last year alone, 
Agency guarantees enabled the Anglo-Palestine Bank 
to grant loans amounting to 950,000 pounds for the 
stimulation of industry. A particularly interesting 
recent aspect of the Agency’s aid to industry is the 
special fund it has set up to finance the execution of 
military orders, many of them secured as a result of 
the contact established by the Agency between the 
military authorities and Jewish manufacturers. 

For the overwhelming majority of the Yishuv the 
Agency is thus in a very real sense an internal gov- 
ernment. That is the foundation on which the 
Agency’s ability to carry out its unique form of con- 
scription is built. Certainly, an extremely high pro- 
portion of those who have volunteered and will 
volunteer would do so without any draft. The labor 
settlements have had to be ordered to reduce the 
number of volunteers they were sending, because 
their agricultural work would suffer from inadequate 
labor power. Distinguished members of the com- 
munity—musicians, labor leaders, teachers who are 
heads of families and middle-aged—have joined the 
army, and the adolescent boys of the Youth immi- 
gration from Germany have been earnestly dissuaded 
by Miss Henrietta Szold from rushing to volunteer. 
Yet even in so courageous, so tested and extraordin- 
arily idealistic a community as that of Palestinian 
Jewry, the maximum number of available young 
men cannot be recruited unless some form of pres- 
sure is applied. Hence, all bachelors between twenty 
and thirty years of age who are not exempted from 
military service on the grounds of physical defects, 
are ousted from jobs in all the national institutions 
and their dependencies—the Agency, the National 
Fund and Keren Hayesod, the Vaad Leumi, the Labor 
Federation and its affiliated institutions, the Jewish 
school system. The Tel-Aviv municipality and other 
local councils have passed a similar ordinance and 
many business houses and factories are cooperating 
with the institutions and acting in the same fashion. 
The labor exchange refuses to find work for young 
men in the draft category, and the Labor Federation 
will not pay them their unemployment insurance. 
In the higher educational institutions—the Haifa 
Technicum, the Hebrew University and the Mikveh 
Israel Agricultural School, for example—the students 
themselves carry out the draft through an elected 
Conscription Committee which brings moral pres- 
sure to bear upon those eligible for the draft. A 
little newspaper item from the Technion reads: “Our 
students’ organization rejected the arguments of that 
small minority who felt it possible to dissent from 
the orders of the national institutions. A Conscrip- 
tion Committee was appointed to carry out the ord- 
ers. This committee listed all the eligible students 
and decided upon stern measures to be taken against 
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any who might try to evade their duty. A list of one 
hundred was drawn up and forty have already left for 
the army. The school administration is cooperating 
admirably with the Committee.” 

In view of this background of unified communal 
effort, it is easy to understand the shock caused by 
Dr. Judah L. Magnes, the president of the Hebrew 
University, when he publicly expressed his opposition 
to the Agency’s conscription effort. In a letter writ- 
ten on July 1 to the “Palestine Post,” Jerusalem’s 
English daily, he explained his reasons very clearly. 
All credit, he said, must be given to the Jewish 
Agency and others in their efforts to enlist as many 
volunteers as possible “in this war against persecu- 
tion and tyranny. But I do not think that the Jewish 
Agency or anyone else, except a Government, is 
equipped to enforce conscription. It is only a Gov- 
ernment which, in my opinion, has the right or the 
duty to require conscription in an army and the 
proper force to carry conscription through fairly and 
completely . . . It seems not unlikely that some day 
the (Palestine) Government may have to introduce 
conscription . . . despite all difficulties.” 


The crux of the issue is clearly Dr. Magnes’ dis- 
inclination to see in the Jewish Agency even a sort 
of provisional Jewish Government. Similarly, the 
war apparently seems to him a general struggle 
“against persecution: and tyranny” in which Jewish 
well-being but not a specific Jewish national issue is 
at stake. The reasons for this are not far to seek: 
they have been an integral part of Dr. Magnes’ 
thought for many years. The Balfour Declaration, 
he said in his pamphlet “Like All the Nations?” 
published in 1930, had always seemed to him a 
handicap rather than a help to Zionism “because it 
emphasized unduly the Jewish relationship to Pales- 
tine rather than emphasizing the nature of Palestine 
itself as an international Holy Land” where neither 
a Jewish, nor a British nor an Arab state should be 
established but “where all together will create an 
international enclave, an interreligious and interra- 

.cial home.” Palestine in this theory is a sort of 
spiritual luxury for Jews: “Palestine can help this 
people perform its great ethical mission as a national- 
international entity. But this eternal and far-flung 
people does not need a Jewish state for the purpose 
of maintaining its very existence. The Dispersion is 
an irrevocable historical fact and Palestine can be a 
means of making this fact into an even greater 
blessing.” 

Dr. Magnes’ position as head of the highest edu- 
cational institution of the Jewish people, his influ- 
ence in some American circles and the ready access 
he has to such important publications as “The New 
York Times,” give his opinions special significance. 
It is therefore useful to examine those opinions a 
little more carefully and note the reaction to them 
of an outstanding spokesman of the Yishuv. Davar 
has made public an exchange of letters between Dr. 
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Magnes and Berel Katznelson dealing with the issue 
of conscription in the Hebrew University. Dr. Mag- 
nes’ letter is an official communication from the 
president of the University to the members of its 
Executive Council of whom Berel Katznelson is one. 
The Senate, as the faculty council is called, had ac- 
cepted the principle of conscription for students in 
the twenty to thirty age group, and the Agency 
authorities had accordingly suggested that the Execu- 
tive Council implement the Senate’s decision by 
refusing in the coming term to register students wha 
had failed to enlist. “I wish,” Dr. Magnes writes in 
part, “to explain why I am completely opposed to 
the use of sanctions against students and consider 
them unbecoming to the University and generally 
undesirable. I do not even believe that it would be 
necessary to apply them against more than fifty to one 
hundred of the six hundred students eligible for 
the draft . . . But the question in and of itself is per- 
haps the most important that has yet arisen in the life 
of the University.” 


Dr. Magnes then goes on to state, in the tone of 
the “Palestine Post” letter, that only a real govern- 
ment can and has the right to enforce conscription 
and that the Agency, though it may sometime become 
a government, is not now one. It is not even recog- 
nized by the entire Yishuv and there are groups 
which have no confidence in its integrity. Neither the 
Palestine Government nor the Jewish community 
has empowered it to declare a draft, and it has not 
the necessary instruments—an army, military courts, 
and the compulsory participation of the entire com- 
munity. Least of all should governmental powers 
be entrusted to a students’ committee. As for the 
University itself, it is an independent institution 
which exists without the aid of the Agency and which 
is open to students of all races, religions and classes. 
Each of them has the right to his own political opin- 
ions, and the Agency’s interference deprives them of 
that right. To those institutions which, unlike the 
University, are dependent on the Agency, the Agency 
may give orders if it so wishes, but it will not be able 
to force unwilling elements in the Yishuv to follow 
the course it lays down. If it tries to force them, it 
will merely make for more bad feeling in the com- 
munity. The University faculty ought to exert moral 
and spiritual influence on the students and thus con- 
vince them to volunteer of their own accord. 

Dr. Magnes’ letter could hardly fail gravely to 
disconcert the Jewish community of Palestine. It 
is hardly surprising that there is a tone of restrained 
passion in the answer sent by Berel Katznelson as 
a member of the University’s Executive Council. 
“Tt is clear,” he writes, “that you are not opposed in 
principle to conscription. You even regret that the 
Palestine Government has not introduced it in this 
country. You recognize the right of every nation to 
compel its sons to participate in national defense and 
to punish those who attempt to evade conscription. 
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It is only to the Jewish people that you refuse this 
right, and your reason is that the Agency is not a 
government. 

“There have always been individual Jews who 
attempted to undermine the power of whatever 
measure of self-government the Jewish group man- 
aged to build up during the ages, whether in the 
form of the kehilla or the national council or in our 
day of the Zionist organization, the Jewish Agency 
and Vaad Leumi. There are various reasons for dis- 
senting—religious scruples, personal quarrels, desire 
to evade communal taxes. It is not hard to fight 
against a government which derives its power solely 
from the good will and voluntary self-discipline of 
its constituents! 

“And now, Dr. Magnes, as president of the Uni- 
versity you turn to us who are members of its 
Executive Council and urge us to disregard our loyal- 
ty to the elected and legal national institutions created 
by our people in this generation. 

“From your own words it is easy to see how much 
respect you have for a real government . . . But has 
not a people like ours, without policemen and pris- 
ons, a moral right to compel its sons to fight in de- 
fense of their land in the battle against their enemy? 

“And can you say that the Agency has not been 
authorized by the Jewish community to declare the 
draft? What of the deliberations of the Zionist Ex- 
ecutive and the Vaad Leumi. Are they not evidence 
of sufficient popular authorization? Nor should you 
declare the University’s complete autonomy and inde- 
pendence of the Agency. Scientifically it is of course 
completely independent, but can you forget what 
part the Keren Kayemet and Keren Hayesod and 
other national funds have had in building it? And, 
aside from all financial considerations, the University 
would never have been founded, would never have 
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been able to exist or had a reason for existence, 
except for the Zionist movement. 


“You talk of the University’s sacred duty to guide 
the young. Does not such guidance include instruc- 
tion in how to live as a member of the Jewish people? 
And can a people carry on an ordered national exist- 
ence unless it has some power of compulsion? 

“You scorn the conditions we set forth in this 
war, and wish Jews to volunteer without mentioning 
our natural desire to be considered an ally in the 
struggle. You draw a very dark picture of the moral 
and spiritual life of the Yishuv, but the sweeping 
and wholesale nature of your accusations makes them 
somehow suspect. Is there not something of the 
Jewish inferiority complex in your great admiration 
for the outside world, the rich and powerful world 
you describe as so superior to us? 

“In a statement you issued to the press at the time 
the University administration was discussing the ques- 
tion of conscription, you asked, ‘Are we, the Jews of 
Palestine, spiritually ready to cooperate with other 
nations in the establishment of a new world?’ In 
our life and work you apparently find no answer to 
the question. Do you ever ask whether the other 
Nations are ready to cooperate with us? You say 
that the liberation of the entire world is ‘the only 
condition upon which our salvation depends, our 
only aim in the war’. You never inquire whether 
there will be a place for Jews in that liberated 
world. 

“Surely, there is no hope for Israel unless there is 
hope for all humanity. But we have already begun 
to hear hopeful promises made to the whole world 
but not to us. Should we not therefore say: “There 
is no hope for all humanity unless there is hope for 
Israel. There can be no real world freedom unless 
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Israel, too, is free’. 


THE DAYS OF THE FIRST EMANCIPATION 


by Hilda Auerbach 


HIS NOVEMBER MARKS ONE HUNDRED AND 

fifty years since the granting of equal civil rights 
to the Jews of revolutionary France. At this moment, 
with the so-called French government of Vichy slav- 
ishly following the dictates of its Nazi masters, it is 
curious to recall the events and spirit of this first 
emancipation. In spite of intolerance, hatred and sus- 
picion, in spite of selfish compromise and unprinci- 
pled quibbling, (these latter characteristics in evi- 
dence not only among anti-Semites but among the 
Jews themselves) historical records of the speeches 
made in the National Assembly during the early part 
of the French revolution still hold something of the 
great spirit, the bold, if simple generosity and the 


springs of the hope that permeated that period. “Bliss 
was it in that dawn to be alive...” 

I have called the generosity of that day simple 
because for us, with the accumulated interpretations, 
economic and psychological, of this later age, the 
ideals of 1789 seem inadequate. Plain ordinary good- 
ness is, indeed, more often simple than not. In the 
evil factors at work in the struggle for emancipation, 
however, in the hypocrisy of certain Jews and the 
cruelty of certain Christians, there is more complex- 
ity and, accordingly, a closer parallel to the events of 
our day. The accusations of anti-Semites appear to be 
perennial and the self-abnegating explanations of 
certain kinds of Jews do not change, for in both there 
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is little of the freshness that is in truth. But we must 
call to mind again and again not only the petty evil 
that resulted, but the great good that was imagined 
and the generosity of spirit that could imagine it and 
hope that if we have another chance like that again, 
we will all of us know how to use it more wisely. 


The details of the story, however, are not all bliss- 
ful or beautiful . The Jews of France, except for cer- 
tain Portuguese communities in the south, had no 
voting rights at all before 1789. It is significant that 
the question of equal civil rights for Jews was first 
raised in connection with anti-Semitic riots some years 
earlier, when Cerf Berr, the influential Alsatian Jew, 
was allowed to present the Jewish side of the question 
to the French government. Riots endangering the life 
and property of the Alsatian Jews broke out again in 
July, 1789, after the beginning of the revolution and 
the Abbé Gregoire, who was to prove himself a faith- 
ful champion of Jewish rights, rose up to demand 
security for Jewish life and property. This caused the 
question of Jewish rights to be broached again and in 
August of the same year we find Mirabeau demanding 
equality and freedom for “that nation . . . uprooted 
from the soil of Asia.” It is important to note that he, 
unlike later defenders of Jewish rights in Napoleonic 
days, was not afraid of calling the Jews a “nation.” 
It was Mirabeau, too, who objected to the idea of a 
“dominant faith” condescending to “tolerate” other 
faiths within the state, a concept inimical, as he saw 
it, to true freedom. 


Mirabeau’s use of the word “nation” is significant 
for it was the’controversy over the use of this term 
that really went to the heart of the problem of the 
emancipation. To what extent did Jewish group loy- 
alty involve the individual Jew and what possible 
conflict of loyalties could there be? Were the Jews 
simply a religious sect or did they aspire to some sort 
of political power? These questions were not clearly 
formulated in 1789 but it was the failure to cope 
with them courageously that lead to the compromise 
with Napoleon in 1807. And even in 1789 Mori, 
the anti-Semite, argued that Jews could be recognized 
as Citizens with equal rights only insofar as they were 
“individuals” but not as members of the Jewish na- 
tion, for in the latter case the question of double 
allegiance would arise. The Jews, he said, were not 
a religious but a political entity. Even Clermont-Ton- 
nerre, a faithful friend of the Jews, argued that the 
aim of the emancipation was to make the Jews a part 
of the French state and that therefore the Jews must 


disappear as a political group. Opponents of Jewish . 


emancipation claimed that, according to the Messian- 
ic ideals of the Jews, they still aspired to political 
freedom while apologists for the Jewish cause main- 
tained that these ideas were not political at all but 
purely religious. As Yechezkel Kaufman says in his 
treatment of this period in “Gola VaNechar,” the 
ideal of the emancipation was a humane and not a 
national one. 





Most of the defenders of Jewish rights, however, 
were not troubled with this problem, basing their 
advocacy of the Jewish cause on the eighteenth cen- 
tury faith in reason and the malleability of character 
by the forces of goodwill and benevolence. This was 
true of the generous-minded Mirabeau who, although 
he called the Jews a nation, probably did not use the 
term in as full a sense as we do. It was also true of 
the more narrowly-reasoning Robespierre. Moreover 
both these leaders, although we usually associate 
them with an abysmal indifference to history in the 
modern sense, explained the prevalence of money- 
lending among Jews as the result of historical ordin- 
ances and conditions imposed upon them. Robes- 
pierre brought the question of emancipation home 


‘to its obvious and logical solution in the Declaration 


of the Rights of Man, according to which no person 
was to be injured or molested because of his religious 
beliefs. 

Meanwhile petitions for equal rights came from 
various communities of French Jews and were read 
before the National Assembly in September, 1789. 
The Portuguese, the Alsatian and the Parisian Jews 
all sent separate demands. The Parisian community, 
moreover, showed its eagerness to acquire French 
citizenship by expressing its willingness to give up its 
autonomous rights. So strong was their desire to 
merge into the life of the outside world that they took 
no thought for the preservation of their own identity. 
The Alsatian Jewish petition for rights was naturally 
associated with the anti-Jewish riots of the same year 
and this question led to a discussion of the necessary 
means of “protection” for the Jews of Alsace. Here, 
however, the Journal de Paris came out with an 
attack on the concept of personal protection when 
the real issue was one of law. The question, however, 
was not to find its solution in that year, for a discus- 
sion of the subject in the National Assembly in 
December, 1789, ended in such an uproar that it 
had to be postponed. 


Before it was reopened, the Sephardic Jews of Bor- 
deaux, with what now seems pitiful shortsightedness, 
protested against being lumped together with Alsa- 
tian Jews and reminded the National Assembly of the 
rights of passive citizenship already in their possess- 
ion according to “patents.” Their protest was ac- 
companied by expressions of scorn for the “fanatic- 
ism” of the Alsatian Jews in asking for autonomous 
rights together with ordinary civil ones. This petition 
unfortunately led to the granting of civil rights to the 
Jews of southwestern France before they were granted 
to the Jews of France as a whole. 

The question as a whole was reopened by a dele- 
gation of Parisian Jews rightly incensed at the favour- 
itism shown their Sephardic brethren and maintain- 
ing, with reference to the “patents” that the “stamp of 
nature was more important than the stamp of office.” 
In this connection a committee of Parisians from the 
Carmelite quarter testified to the zeal of their Jewish 
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neighbours in the fight for liberty and to their bene- 
volence towards the poor in times of distress as well 
as other marks of generosity and courage. 

Other events caused the question to be raised again. 
Among them were the occurrence of further anti- 
Semitic riots in Alsace and a law passed in April, 
1791 granting citizenship to all persons resident in 
France for over five years but not including the Jews. 
This last caused a commotion in the Municipal As- 
sembly of Paris and led finally to the passing of a law 
granting the privileges of citizenship to the Jews of 
France in September, 1791. This was not ratified by 
the King until November and in its final form the 
law contained a concession to the anti-Semites of Al- 
sace in a stipulation demanding that the loan and cred- 
it accounts of all Alsatian Jews be delivered to the 
authorities. It is sad to think that the enlightened 
days of 1791 were close enough to the mediaeval 
attitude to continue the tradition of making the Jews 
literally pay for every legal right they obtained. 

This consideration, however, did not deter the Jews 
from expressions of heartfelt gratitude for their de- 
liverance. France was called the Jewish fatherland 
and the “Palestine of modern Jewry.” Evidence of 
loyalty in action was given by hundreds of French 
Jews in the National Guard and even by certain sup- 
porters of Robespierre’s cult of Reason who offered 
the tablets of the Law as tributes on the altar of “the 
God of Liberty and the Religion of Equality.” 

The period of the emancipation which seemed to 
herald a glorious new freedom did not do away with 
the difficulties that beset French Jews in pre-emanci- 
pation days. In spite of much assimilation resulting 
from the education of the young generation in govern- 
ment schools, anti-Semitism persisted. Fifteen years 
after the emancipation it was again the denunciations 
of anti-Semites that brought the question of the Jews 
to the attention of the government, this time to the 
care of Napoleon himself. The ostensible reason for 
complaint was the high rate of interest charged by 
Jewish money-lenders to the rising peasant landown- 
ing class, a practice justified at the time owing to the 
precariousness of the general situation. 

Napoleon himself seems to have regarded the Jews 
with much suspicion and some fear, tending to see in 
Jewish law and custom potential disturbers of the 
kind of order desired by him. From the first his atti- 
tude was hostile and we find him maintaining that 
Jews could not be citizens inasmuch as they consti- 
tuted a nation within a nation, (an echo of the words 
of his minister of Religion, Pourtales, who said: “Les 
Juifs forment moins une religion qu'un peuple.”) 
To a liberal defense of Jewish rights on the part of 
the deputy Benoit, he replied that reality was more 
important than ideologies. In February of that year 
we find the government organ, the Mercure de France, 
protesting that Jews could never be French citizens 
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unless they became Christians. Napoleon’s idea in 
calling a Jewish assembly in 1806 was really an at- 
tempt to give his decisions an air of voluntary 
collaboration. 

The members of the assembly were themselves 
chosen by the prefects of districts from among well- 
known rabbis, scholars and merchants. They were to 
the number of 74 and among them was Isaac Berr of 
Nancy, now as ever interested in reconciling Judaism 
and the new learning, Rabbi David Zinsheim, a Tal- 
mudic scholar capable of compromise, and the assimi- 
lated Voltairean, Portado of Bordeaux. It is not sur- 
prising, therefore, to find the delegates, after some 
hesitation, agreeing to hold the first meeting on a 
Saturday, according to the Emperor’s suggestion. 

The delegation was required to answer twelve 
questions considered by Napoleon as essential to his 
understanding of the Jews. Among others, the dele- 
gates were asked what the attitude of Jewish law was 
toward mixed marriages, towards polygamy, towards 
the French as fellow-citizens and towards France 
itself. On this last question concerning the extent of 
Jewish loyalty to France the entire assembly is said to 
have risen and declared its willingness to die for her. 
The delegates answered all questions concerning the 
authority of rabbinical courts by agreeing to subordin- 
ate their decisions to those of civil courts and they 
followed this policy of compromise in all other issues 
involving a conflict of loyalties, thus renouncing their 
autonomous rights without any hesitation. 


Needless to say all these flattering and submissive 
answers were pleasing to Napoleon and he pro- 
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claimed his intention of calling a “Sanhedrin” to 
make the decisions of the assembly effective. After 
elaborate arrangements the Sanhedrin met in a splen- 
did hall and in stately costumes. It consisted of rep- 
resentatives from most of the Jewish communities of 
Western Europe. Napoleon’s final answer, however, 
to the Sanhedrin’s oath of loyalty and expressions of 
respect and gratitude was the complete cancelling 
of all autonomy by the institution of consistories and 
the ruin of hundreds of Jewish families in the Rhine 
district by an annulment of all loans to Jews signed 
by women or persons under age. Moreover Jews were 
forbidden to settle in the upper Rhine districts unless 
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they owned land and worked it themselves.. Thus 
the first period of emancipation ended under a cloud 
with the introduction of new prohibitions and limi- 
tations on the civil rights of Jews. 


The story of the emancipation would seem to hold 
both a warning and a promise. The formal granting 
of civil rights, though obviously the only basis for 
further adjustment and understanding, is in itself not 
sufficient. Fresh dignity and courage are needed in 
Jewish life itself, dignity and courage that are strong 
enough to be both answer and defense against all 
forms of humiliation, cruelty and compromise. 





CORRESPONDENCE 


The following letter was submitted 
to the editors of “Atlantic Monthly” in 
reply to Albert Jay Nock’s anti-Semitic 
articles in that publication. It was re- 
turned to its author on the grounds 
that the discussion was “concluded.” 
We publish it here because we feel 
that Mr. Eldridge’s point of view is 
both interesting and valid in the broad 
discussion of the subject. EDITORS. 


Editor, Atlantic Monthly 
Dear Editor, 


Mr. Albert Jay Nock’s change of 
labels from Aryan to Occidental and 
from anti-Semitic to anti-Oriental may 
be a desperate effort on his part to ease 
his conscience, but it is all love’s labor 
lost. Since he accepts Hitler’s conclu- 
sions, he would have been wiser had 
he also accepted his premises, for his 
geographical invention is not one whit 
cleverer nor one whit truer than the 
Fuehrer’s racial one. 

As if to spite Mr. Nock, our planet 
refuses to return to flatness and Galileo 
has not died in vain—it still moves. 
The question, indeed, as to where the 
East ends and the West begins, has re- 
cently been answered by a proclama- 
tion of our own Department of State, 
and the whole matter seems to be one 
of imaginary lines! The Mediterranean 
is no longer the center of the Earth, 
while the Atlantic mingles with the 
Pacific. 

Where, then, does the Orient start? 
What mountains, what seas shape her 
frontiers? Does it start with the Dar- 
danelles, with Turkey, with Cyprus? 
Does it include Iran, the home of the 
Aryans? Is it both the Far East and 
the Near East? Alas, to further annoy 
Mr. Nock, geographers now claim that 
Europe is really not a continent at all, 
but a projection, a peninsula of the 
continent of Asia, while historians 
teach that the peoples of this penin- 
sula, including the “Master Race,” are 
descendants (even refugees, in a 
sense), of the Asiatics, and nearly all 
their tongues are rooted in the shadow 
of the Himalayas. 


In frantic desire to prove his theory, 
Mr. Nock even accepts the notion that 
Europe ends at the frontiers of France, 
and is willing to throw Spain into the 
lap of the Orientals. This chiefly be- 
cause once upon a time Jews had 
found a haven there. Mr. Nock insults 
the Occident, for according to him, 
only an Oriental nation is sufficiently 
civilized to treat its minorities gener- 
ously. Moreover, if Spain is Oriental, 
what becomes of our good neighbors, 
the Latin-American countries, which 
have never severed the umbilical cord 
that binds them to their Mother land? 
Behold, what a merciless and cynical 
Siren Falsehood is, and through what 
devious and destructive pathways she 
leads those who place their hands in 
hers! 


Mr. Nock is really not considerate. 
He refuses to be one of the architects 
of the New Order. He said his piece, 
and turns his back upon it all. Now, is 
it fair to leave our nation’s fate in the 
vulgar hands of the “Mass-man,’— 
particularly since Mr. Nock, quite un- 
like Lincoln, and more in the manner 
of the dictators, has no respect whatso- 
ever for either the “Mass-man’s” mind 
or heart? He says that he definitely ex- 
pects the Nurenberg laws to be intro- 
duced in America during his life-time 
—well, then, as a man of good will and 
sweet reasonableness, should he not 
raise his voice against such barbarism, 
while still there is time? To what pur- 
pose culture, intellect, talent, if one re- 
mains indifferent to injustice and in- 
iquity? How shall one evince patriot- 
ism, if not by proclaiming against the 
country’s evil laws? Or are we to as- 
sume that Mr. Nock not only expects, 
but Aopes that the Nazi formula will 
be put into effect in the “land of the 
free and the brave”? 


But let us return to Mr. Nock’s geo- 
graphic theory. If the chasm between 
the Orient and the Occident is forever 
unbridgeable, as he claims, there is one 
question which he #2ust answer, may 
not, with a Pilate gesture, dismiss. The 
democracies of the world are today in 
mortal combat for one dominant pur- 


pose according to all political and reli- 
gious leaders—to bring about a Chris- 
tian civilization. What are the roots of 
Christianity? Where was Christianity 
born? How did this culture, this reli- 
gion for which hundreds of millions of 
men are willing to die, penetrate into 
the Occident? How did it succeed to 
fly across the limitless ravine, to enter 
their hearts and minds and souls? If it 
be true, as Mr. Nock says, that the 
Gentile—pardon, the Occidental—can- 
not penetrate the mind of the Jew— 
pardon, the Oriental—by what strange 
osmosis, nevertheless, did he draw his 
thoughts and visions and aspirations, 
filling his own mind and heart with 
them? Oh, that Mr. Nock might ex- 
plain this miracle of miracles! Or per- 
haps, it were easier, and more in ac- 
cordance with his philosophy, to im- 
itate Hitler—reject Christianity—re- 
ject the Bible—reject a Christian civil- 
ization! That, at least, would be 
honest! 


Sincerely, 
PAUL ELDRIDGE. 
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League for Labor Palestine 
AAA 


On October 19, 1941, the League 
lost one of its most important friends, 
and the Jewish community one of its 
outstanding sons and servants, Rabbi 
Edward L. Israel, a national Vice-Pre- 
sident of the League. Edward Israel, 
by his broad outlook and human under- 
standing, was able to bridge that seem- 
ingly hopeless gap between Reform 
Judaism and Zionism, even Labor 
Zionism. In the current stage in his 
career, at the height of his mental 
powers, for he was only forty-five, 
Rabbi Israel as newly elected Secretary 
of the Union of Hebrew Congregations 
(Reform) was embarking on new 
tasks. His work held most significant 
promise for the unity and strengthen- 
ing of the American Jewish commu- 
nity. His death is our people’s loss. 

The League Bulletin — something 
new and (we hope) something differ- 
ent—will reach all good-standing 
members in November. Plans call for 
a maximum of six issues for the year. 
All literary-minded members (and 
who isn’t that’ way nowadays) are 
urged to contribute material—chapter 
odds and ends, articles, etc. Publica- 
tion of this Bulletin is made possible 
through the cooperation of the 
National Labor Committee for Pales- 
tine. 

HARTFORD'S HERZL CHAPTER had 
a meeting in October with Moshe 
Levin, delegate to the Habonim from 
Palestine. Chaver Levin spoke on “The 
Present Situation in Palestine.” On 
November 1, the HERZL CHAPTER will 
hold its “President's Night” with Dr. 
Herman Seidel as guest of honor. 

SYRACUSE (N. Y.) has opened its 
season with a brand-new slate of offic- 
ers: Henry S. Levine, Chairman; Nath- 
an Sacks, Vice-Chairman; Miss Rose 
Cohen, Secretary; and Miss Adele 
Greenberg, Treasurer. The member- 
ship campaign is the first thing on the 
agenda of the new administration. 

A little further downstate, ALBANY 
(N. Y.) A. D. GORDON CHAPTER 
Starts its year with a bang in the form 
of an Installation Dinner, November 
2, with Dr. May Bere as guest speaker. 
Who is being installed was not told to 
us, but a function of this type is an in- 
novation and the next issue of these 
notes will report on the affair more 
fully. 

From sunny Los ANGELES, the 
BRENNER CHAPTER has sent in a 
really full report. We can only sum- 
marize it: Time: Sunday, October 12. 
Theme: “John Built a Succah.” Place: 
Garden of home of Mr. and Mrs. 
John Chernus. Atmosphere: Holiday 





and Harvest with “fine, spicy, penetrat- 
ing scents of freshly-cut corn, ripe 
pumpkins, dried cornhusks” — also 
fruits. Physical fare: buflet luncheon; 
Intellectual fare: a talk by Saadia Gelb; 
Spiritual fare; an interpretation of the 
holiday by Miss Yonah Shamir. Re- 
sults: fifteen new members. 

NEWARK (N. J.) POLEVSKI CHAP- 
TER opened the season with a talk by 
Mrs. Itzhak Norman at the October 
22 meeting. Result:‘ 7 new members. 

BALTIMORE (MD) __ BRANDEIS 
CHAPTER, newly-born, reports 3 new 
members since its first meeting. The 
promise is beginning to be fulfilled. 

LOUISVILLE (KY), Miss Libbie 
Bass, Secretary, informs us, sponsored 
a public meeting at the local Y.M.H.A. 
at which Baruch Zuckerman, Histad- 
rut Delegate, was the speaker (Octo- 
ber 28, 1941). 

Mr. Pinchas Cruso, a member of the 
Administrative Committee, has been 
on tour and reports the following: 

WASHINGTON (D.C.) Second meet- 
ing of the season (at home of Mr. 
and Mrs. Carl Ginsburg) was a memor- 
ial meeting for three great Jews and 
Zionists. Mr. Carl Alpert, Editor of 
the New Palestine spoke on “What 
Brandeis Might Have Done for Zion- 
ism.” Mr. Leon Betensky on “Ussish- 
kin—an Interpretation,” and Dr. Isaac 
Stone on Rabbi Edward L. Israel. 

CHICAGO (ILLINOIS) ALBANY 
PARK CHAPTER met October 19 at the 
home of Mrs. Ray Weiss. Mr. Cruso 
says the program was superb. “What 
the Rebuilding of Palestine Means to 
American Jewry” by Meyer Halushka; 
music by a Palestinian pianist, Miss 
Ruth Bilgray; remarks by Benjamin 
R. Harris, national Vice-President of 
the League; and an analysis of the Poli- 
tical Situation by Pinchas Cruso. With 
enough material there for two meet- 
ings, we figure it must have been 
“superb.” Credit is due the officers of 
the chapter: Mrs. Rose Bodanis Leib- 
man, Chairman; Dr. I. N. Fond, Vice- 
Chairman; Mrs. Fay Slobod Greenfield, 
Secretary; Miss Sadie Nachumsohn, 
Treasurer. 

MINNEAPOLIS ( MINNESOTA ) — 
Rabbi Abraham E. Milgram, Dr. M. 
N. Levine, and Dr. Fred Brown’ were 
the leading spirits in organizing a new 
chapter on the occasion of Mr. Cruso’s 
visit. Officers elected: Dr. Fred Brown, 
Chairman; Rabbi Abraham E. Mil- 
gram, Vice-Chairman; and Mrs. Mir- 
iam Spiegel, Secretary-Treasurer. Wel- 
come to the League, Minneapolis 
Chapter! 

DETROIT is concentrating on renew- 


ing last year’s memberships and on 
“Annual Frontier Dance,” November 
2, which is really a community-wide 
affair. 

CINCINNATI—Rabbi Samuel Wohl 
invited to his home, to meet with Mr. 
Cruso, the members of the former 
Executive Committee of the Cincinnati 
Chapter and a number of new friends 
of the Histadrut. After a review by 
Rabbi Wohl of the cultural activities 
of the former League chapter, everyone 
realized that the League chapter has 
much to contribute to the Cincinnati 
community as well as to Labor Pales- 
tine. In view of the fact that there is 
no seperate Geverkshaften Campaign 
in Cincinnati, it was decided that the 
League conduct an intensive propa- 
ganda and educational campaign for 
the Histadrut in the form of a special 
HIsTADRUT WEEK to include a num- 
ber of lectures, a city-wide conferen- 
ces, and to close with a JEWISH FRON- 
TIER ANNIVERSARY DINNER. It was 
further decided that the League renew 
its forum series commencing with 
January, 1942. 

CELVELAND — The Professional 
Chapter is at present participating ac- 
tively in the Geverkshaften Campaign 
and has undertaken to raise a substan- 
tial part of the entire quota for the 
city. Dr. Harry Goldblatt, Chairman 
of the League chapter, is one of the Co- 
Chairmen of the Cleveland Geverkshaf- 
ten Campaign Committee. 

Greater New York 

The BROOKLYN CHAPTER held its 
opening meeting, with Sophie Udin, 
Librarian of the Zionist Archives, 
speaking on “Jewish Self-Defense.” 

BAILIK CHAPTER (Brooklyn) held 
a Brandeis memorial meeting, with 
the members preparing the program. 
At their next meeting, November 2, 
they'll have a guest speaker, David 
Goldberg, who will discuss the topic, 
“Is There a Jewish Issue in the New 
York Eelections?” 

The SOCIAL WORKERS CHAPTER 
held a discussion meeting under the 
leadership of Ellis Radinsky, a member 
of the Administrative Committee, on 
“A Program for Ourselves for Today.” 

The MANHATTAN CHAPTER held 
its first meeting on October 30. Hyman 
Kisch spoke on “Labor Palestine in the 
Present World Catastrophe.” 

BBONX GROUP will meet on Sunday 
November 2, at the home of Mr. and 
Mrs. Philip Tannor. At this meeting, 
preparations will be made for the 
forthcoming Jewish National Fund 
function which the chapter will spon- 
sor in November. 
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IN THE POALE ZION 


Re-registration of members has been 
the focus of attention in the English 
speaking branches of the Poale Zion 
throughout the country during the past 
three weeks. This re-registration was 
ordered by the Administrative Com- 
mittee which was elected at the 
National Conference in New York 
August 29-31, and is proceeding ac- 
cording to schedule. New York, Wash- 
ington and Boston have responded par- 
ticularly well to date. 

A bi-weekly bulletin for the mem- 
bers of the branches throughout the 
country will appear shortly. This will 
provide current information concern- 
ing activities of the Party and local 
branches, abstracts of articles appear- 
ing in other periodicals, and a digest 
of significant Jewish news. 

In New York the Metropolitan 
Branch has begun an ambitious pro- 
gram of activities for the current year. 
The Branch has adopted a quota of 
$3,700 to be raised by personal contri- 
butions of members, on the basis of a 
minimum of a week’s income, and 
through a series of fund raising pro- 
jects throughout the year. Allocations 
will be made to the United Jewish Ap- 
peal, National Labor Committee for 
Palestine, Emergency Fund of the Poale 
Zion, Jewish National Fund, American 
Jewish Congress, Hechalutz Organiza- 
tion, Habonim, JEWISH FRONTIER, 
Yiddisher Kemfer, New York and 
Brooklyn Federations, and the Amer- 
ican Labor Party. 

In cooperation with the Metropol- 
itan Council of the League for Labor 
Palestine the Branch is planning a 
series of public discussions on current 
controversial issues affecting Jewish 
and American life. The series will 
open December 7 at the Pennsylvania 
Hotel. 


Outside of New York there have 
been several regional and local confer- 
ences convened by the Party. A New 
England Conference was held in Bos- 
ton on October 17-19. The chaverim 
Isidore Kagan, I. J. Schwartz, Philip 
Potash and Frances Hillson were among 
those who participated actively in the 
deliberations of the Conference. David 
Wertheim, national secretary, and Zev 
Baumgold, former secretary of the 
Poale Zion in France also took part, 
and following the Conference Chaver 
Baumgold remained in the region to 
meet with various individual branches. 

Similar conferences have been held 
recently in Philadelphia and Syracuse. 
In the latter city the Poale Zion took 
the initiative in organizing the Balfour 
Day celebration, in conjunction with 
the local Zionist District, Hadassah 
and Mizrachi organizations. David 
Wertheim was the guest speaker. The 











conference was organized by the 
Council of Labor Organizations which 
was established by the Poale Zion. 

The Emergency Fund Campaign of 
the Labor Zionist Movement is in full 
swing at this time. With a campaign 
goal of $50,000, Party branches, with 
the cooperation of other Labor Zionist 
organizations, are devoting themselves 
to realizing this quota. The campaign 
is conducted primarily to raise funds 
to continue the assistance given to the 
Labor Zionist movement which is still 
carrying on underground activity in 
Nazi dominated countries, and to aid 
in the rescue of members of the move- 
ment who have been able to escape 
from the occupied countries to Japan, 
Shanghai and French Morocco where 
they are awaiting the opportunity to 
proceed to Palestine or the United 
States. Chaver Leizer Szczupakiewicz, 
formerly of Poland, is visiting various 
cities on behalf of the campaign. He 
has launched the work in New York 
and Rochester, and will be in Wash- 
ington, Baltimore, Buffalo and Detroit 
during the rest of November and the 
first week of December. 

On November 1, the annual sale of 
the Zionist Shekel began in the Labor 
Zionist movement. Emphasis is placed 
on the importance of spreading the 
Shekel as widely as possible at this 
time, as a demonstration of solidarity 
with the Jewish community in Pales- 
tine, and of devotion to the fulfillment 
of the Zionist program for a Jewish 
Commonwealth. Shkolim have been 
distributed to all Party branches which 
are beginning to distribute them with 
the cooperation of the other organiza- 
tions which together constitute the 
Labor bloc in the World Zionist 
Congress. 


EAA 


NATIONAL LABOR 
COMMITTEE FOR 
PALESTINE 





17th National Convention 
Slated for November 22-23 


With 2,500 delegates from all parts 
of the country expected to attend the 
17th annual convention of the N. L. C., 
to be held in New York on November 
22 and 23, preparations are under way 
for one of the largest demonstrations 
in behalf of Palestine and the Histadrut 
yet conducted in the United States. 

Among the extraordinary develop- 
ments that will make this conclave a 
historic one will be the official pres- 
ence of representatives of the British 
Labor Party, headed by William John 
Brown, general secretary of the power- 
ful Civil Service Clerical Workers’ As- 
sociation. Mr. Brown is a former mem- 
ber of Parliament and a noted author, 
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and is now in the United States in the 
interests of better understanding be- 
tween the British and American labor 
movements. 

Spokesmen of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor, the Zionist movement 
and other important bodies will also 
participate in the mass meeting sched- 
uled for Saturday evening, November 
22 at the Cosmopolitan Opera House 
(Mecca Temple). Business sessions 
will be conducted all day Sunday at the 
Astor Hotel, with special attention 
given to reports from Palestine and to 
the various campaign divisions which 
will determine their techniques of 
fund-raising for the Histadrut. 


Regional Conferences 
During October 
Launch Histadrut Drives 
Chicago 

Adopting a quota of $150,000 for 
the Mid-West, the annual regional 
convention held in Chicago on Octo- 
ber 19th entered upon its most ambi- 
tious venture thus far. The 1,000 dele- 
gates heard inspiring messages from 
Hayim Greenberg, Yehudit Simhonit, 
delegate of the Moatzat Hapoalot, Bar- 
uch Zuckerman, Rabbi Jacob J. Wein- 
stein, Dr. David Rebelsky and Morris 
Feinstone, chairman of the N. L. C. ad- 
ministrative committee, who returned 
from the A. F. of L. convention in 
Seattle. Chicago proper assumed a 
quota of $100,000, nearly twice its 
previous record. 
St. Louis 

With one-third of their goal already 
in hand, the St. Louis Histadrut drive 
is forging ahead, with weekly rallies 
providing cultural nutriment as well as 
an opportunity to keep check on the 
campaign’s progress. Professor Gustave 
Klausner, just recovering from a ser- 
ious accident, made his first public ap- 
pearance at the rally on October 29. 
Arthur Shutkin will address the rally 
dedicated to the Jewish National 
Workers’ Alliance on November 11. 
Minneapolis 

A unique feature in the form of a 
round table was arranged for the con- 
ference in the Radisson Hotel here on 
October 19. Participants included 
Rabbi Abraham E. Millgram, director 
of the U. of Minnesota Hillel Founda- 
tion, Dr. Moses N. Levine, U. S. Gov- 
ernment plant pathologist, and Dr. 
Fred Brown, who discussed various 
phases of Labor Palestine. Hayim 
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Greenberg was principal speaker at 
another session of the conference, 
which began the drive by raising 
$1,400 in cash. 


Pittsburgh 

Rabbi Jacob J. Weinstein of Chi- 
cago was principal speaker at the Tri- 
State and Pittsburgh Conference for 
the Histadrut on October 19, during 
which a quota of $25,000 for the 
region was accepted. Officers of the 
1941-42 drive include Charles J. Ros- 
enbloom, honorary chairman; Judge 
Henry Ellenbogen, honorary vice- 
chairman; Walter Burke, chairman; 
Solomon Osheroff and Aaron Spivack, 
secretaries; Dr. A. J. Ishlon, treasurer 
and Samuel Kleber, chairman of the 
Special Gifts committee. 


Cleveland 


Under the leadership of Dr. A. L. 
Berkowitz and Dr. I. Milcoff, the 
Cleveland campaign for $15,000 was 
opened with a successful conference 
on October 26. Dr. David Rebelsky, 
mid-west director, and Judge Lewis 
Drucker, treasurer of the Cleveland 
drive, addressed the gathering. A high 
pitth was reached by the inspiring 
message of Rabbi Barnett Brickner, 
honorary chairman of the Cleveland 
Histadrut Committee. 

Pacific Coast 


Baruch Zuckerman will leave the 
end of November for a prolonged tour 
of the Pacific Coast and Mexico, spend- 
ing more than a month in the Los 


Angeles region. En route, Chaver 
Zuckerman will visit many commu- 
nities to address Labor Zionist groups 
and community organizations. 


Histadrut Invited to Workers’ 
Group of the International 
Labor Organization 


A unanimous resolution to: invite 
the Histadrut to send a delegate to the 
sessions of the Workers’ Group of the 
International Labor Organization meet- 
ing in New York during the latter part 
of October and early November, was 
adopted after the proposal was offered 
by Walter Schevenels, Belgian labor 
leader and general secretary of the In- 
ternational Federation of Trade Unions. 
Israel Mereminski acted as the repre- 
sentative of the Histadrut. 

The International Labor Organiza- 
tion is a branch of the League of 
Nations, the only branch now func- 
tioning. Its headquarters are in 
Canada. 

Mr. Schevenels was guest of honor 
at the luncheon of the Trade Union 
Division of the National Labor Com- 
mittee held at the Hotel Piccadilly on 
November 5. 


Music Festival at Carnegie Hall 
January 24th 

The sixth annual Trade Union Music 
Festival for the benefit of the Histadrut 
will be held at Carnegie Hall on Janu- 
ary 24th. A well-illustrated yearbook 
will appear in conjunction with this 
event. 
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State of New York, 
County of New York, - ss.: 

Before me, a notary public in and for the State 
and county aforesaid, personally appeared Pinchas 
Cruso, who, having been duly sworn according to 
law, deposes and says that he is the Business 
Manager of the JEWISH FRONTIER and that the 
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the names of the owners, stockholders, and security 
holders, if any, contain not only the list of stock- 
holders and security holders as they appear upon 
the books of the company but also, in cases where 
the stockholder or security holder appears upon the 
books of the company as trustees or in any other 
fiduciary relation, the name of the person or cor- 
poration for whom such trustee is acting, is given; 
also that the said two paragraphs contain statements 
embracing affiant’s full knowledge and belief as 
to the circumstances and conditions under which 
stockholders and security holders who do not appear 
upon the books of the company as trustees, hold 
stock and securities in a capacity other than that 
of a bona fide owner; and this affiant has no reason 
to believe that any other person, association, or 
corporation has any interest direct or indirect in 
the said stock, bonds, or other securities than as 
so stated by him. 

5. That the average number of copies of each 
issue of this publication sold or distributed, through 
the mails or otherwise, to paid subscribers during 
the twelve months preceding the date shown above 
is (This information is required from daily pub- 
lications only.) 


Brooklyn, N. Y. 
New York City. 
1lith St., New 


PINCHAS CRUSO, 
Business Manager. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 8th day 
of October, 1941. 
(Seal.) ALI FRIEDMANN 
Notary Public, New York County 
N. Y. Co. Clerk’s No. 373, Reg. No. 3F464 
(My commission expires March 30, 1941.) 














